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1STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-
Respondent, 
-vs-
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Supreme Court No: 43013-2015 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Defendant-
Appellant. 
Appeal from the Third Judicial District, Canyon County, Idaho. 
HONORABLE THOMAS J. RY AN, Presiding 
Sara Thomas, State Appellate Public Defender, PO Box 2816, Boise, Idaho 83701 
Attorney for Appellant 
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
Attorney for Respondent 
2Date: 5/1/2015 
Time: 09:38 AM 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
2/27/2014 
3/4/2014 
3/12/2014 
3/13/2014 
3/17/2014 
New Case Filed-Felony 
Affidavit Of Probable Cause 
Criminal Complaint 
Felony 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 02/27/2014 01:32 PM) 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Order Appointing Public Defender 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01:32 PM: Commitment On Bond $50,000.00 Total w/ CR-14-4539-N + 
PTR 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Consolidation Of Files w/ CR-4539-N 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Trial Release 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 02/27/2014 
01 :32 PM: Notice Pretrial Release Services 
Change Assigned Judge 
Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary Hearing 03/12/2014 08:30 AM) 
Request For Discovery 
PA's Response To Request For Discovery 
Judge 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Jerold W. Lee 
Brian D Lee 
Brian D Lee 
Brian D Lee 
Brian D Lee 
Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Alibi Brian D Lee 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 03/12/2014 08:30 AM: Brian D Lee 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 03/12/2014 08:30 AM: Brian D Lee 
Preliminary Hearing Waived (bound Over) 
Change Assigned Judge Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Preliminary Hearing scheduled on 03/12/2014 08:30 AM: Brian D Lee 
Order Binding Defendant Over to District Court 
Hearing Scheduled (Arrn. - District Court 03/21/2014 09:00 AM) 
Motion for Bond Reduction or release on own recognizance and notice of 
hearing 
PA's 1st Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Information 
Information Part II 
PA's 2nd Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Juneal C. Kerrick 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
3/21/2014 
3/24/2014 
3/27/2014 
3/31/2014 
4/2/2014 
4/3/2014 
4/10/2014 
4/14/2014 
4/16/2014 
Felony 
Judge 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Appear & Plead Not Guilty- Stood Silent- NG plea entered on behalf of the 
defendant- STNW 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Motion Held- Motion for Bond Reduction 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Motion Granted- Motion for Bond Reduction 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Commitment On Bond- Reduced to $10,000.00 total with CR-2014-4539*N 
w/PTR 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Trial Release 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 03/21/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 05/12/2014 01:30 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 06/17/2014 08:30 AM) STNW James C. Morfitt 
Notice Pretrial Release Services 
Problem Solving Court Referral- Drug Court 
Request For Discovery 
Response For Request For Discovery 
Pa's Third Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PA Fourth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 10000.00 ) 
Notice of Bond Posted 
Waiver Of Extradition 
Affidavit of Pre Trial Noncompliance (w/ Warrant) 
Drug Court Eligibility Screening & Application Decision - DENIED 
Notice of Ineligibility for Admission into Drug Court 
Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 10000.00 Pre-Trial Release 
Warrant/ W/CR-2014-4539-N Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 04/16/2014 01 :30 PM) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Gregory M Culet 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Bradly S Ford 
Bradly S Ford 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Gary D. DeMeyer 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
4/16/2014 
4/18/2014 
4/22/2014 
4/25/2014 
4/28/2014 
5/2/2014 
5/6/2014 
5/12/2014 
5/13/2014 
5/20/2014 
6/2/2014 
Felony 
Warrant Returned Pre-Trial Release Warrant/ W/CR-2014-4539-N 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 04/16/2014 
01 :30 PM: Hearing Held/ defendant remain in custody 
Motion To Suppress And Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 05/06/2014 01:30 PM) Motion To 
Suppress 
Motion for Reinstatement of Bond and Notice of Hearing 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 04/25/2014 09:00 AM) Motion for 
Reinstatement of Bond 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 04/25/2014 09:07 AM: 
Hearing Held Motion for Reinstatement of Bond 
RYAN - PT/JT SET 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 04/25/2014 09:07 AM: 
Motion Granted Motion for Reinstatement of Bond 
RYAN - PT/JT SET 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Gary D. DeMeyer 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Gregory M Culet 
Gregory M Culet 
Waiver Of Extradition Thomas J Ryan 
Response to Def s motion to suppress Thomas J Ryan 
Affidavit of defendant in support of motion to suppress Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 05/06/2014 01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held Motion To Suppress - under advisement 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 05/06/2014 01:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Roxanne Patchell - Tucker & Associates 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 05/12/2014 01 :30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 05/12/2014 01 :30 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 05/20/2014 03:15 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Memorandum decision upon motion to suppress/DENIED Thomas J Ryan 
Affidavit of Pre Trial Noncompliance (With Letter) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 05/20/2014 03:15 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 05/20/2014 03:15 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 06/02/2014 01:30 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 06/17/2014 08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated STNW 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
6/2/2014 
6/11/2014 
6/20/2014 
7/1/2014 
7/7/2014 
7/14/2014 
7/30/2014 
7/31/2014 
8/6/2014 
8/7/2014 
Felony 
Judge 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 06/02/2014 01 :30 PM: Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
Held 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 06/02/2014 01 :30 PM: Failure Thomas J Ryan 
To Appear For Hearing Or Trial 
Notice of Bond Forfeiture Thomas J Ryan 
District Court Hearing Held Thomas J Ryan 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 50,000.00 Failure to Appear - Thomas J Ryan 
total with CR2014-04539-N Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody) 06/11/2014 01 :30 PM) 
Warrant Returned Failure to Appear- total with CR2014-04539-N 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 06/11/2014 
01 :30 PM: Hearing Held 
Thomas J Ryan 
Brian D Lee 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Brian D Lee 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 06/11/2014 Brian D Lee 
01 :30 PM: Arraignment/ First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 06/11/2014 Brian D Lee 
01 :30 PM: Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing Scheduled (Arm. - District Court 06/20/2014 09:00 AM) Juneal C. Kerrick 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 06/20/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 06/20/2014 09:04 AM: Gregory M Culet 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Patricia Terry 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Pre Trial 08/18/2014 01 :30 PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 09/16/2014 08:30 AM) STNW 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion To Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate bond and Conditional 
Request For Hearing 
Order Exonerate Bond 
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 10,000.00) 
Defendant's Specific Request For Discovery 
Pa's Response to Specific Request For Discovery 
Motion for Production of Suppression Hearing Transcript (w/order) 
Defendant's 2nd Specific Request For Discovery 
Order For Production Of Suppression Hearing Transcript 
Pa's 5th Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Thomas J Ryan 
James C. Morfitt 
Gregory M Culet 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
8/8/2014 
8/18/2014 
8/22/2014 
8/25/2014 
8/27/2014 
8/28/2014 
9/2/2014 
9/4/2014 
9/10/2014 
9/11/2014 
9/15/2014 
Felony 
Defendant's 3rd Specific Request For Discovery 
PA's Response to Second Specific Request for Discovery 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
PA's Response to Third Specific Request For Discovery Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 08/18/2014 01 :30 PM: Hearing Thomas J Ryan 
Held 
Hearing result for Pre Trial scheduled on 08/18/2014 01 :30 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Pa's Sixth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Motion to Dismiss Parts I and II of Information and Notice of Hearing 
PA Seventh Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
PA Eighth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Response to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss Thomas J Ryan 
PA Ninth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery Thomas J Ryan 
Disclosure of Expert Witness Pursuant to I.C.R. 16(b)(7) and IRE 702, 703, Thomas J Ryan 
705 
Disclosure of Expert Witness Pursuant to I.C.R. 16(b)(7) and IRE 702, 703, Thomas J Ryan 
705 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 08/28/2014 03:30 PM) motn to dm Thomas J Ryan 
part I & II 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/28/2014 03:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/28/2014 03:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Motion Denied - to dm part I & II 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/28/2014 03:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Motion Granted - bond reduction 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/28/2014 03:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Commitment On Bond - $20,000.00 reduced - total with CR2014-04539-N 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 08/28/2014 03:30 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders . 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 20000.00 ) 
PA Tenth Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Pa's Eleventh Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Witness List 
Stipulation to Continue Jury Trial (w/Order) 
Waiver Of Speedy Trial 
Order Continuing Jury Trial 
Thomas J Ryan 
Court Clerks Magistrate 
(999) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
9/15/2014 
9/16/2014 
9/17/2014 
9/18/2014 
10/24/2014 
10/31/2014 
11/3/2014 
11/5/2014 
Felony 
Judge 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 09/16/2014 08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated STNW 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 10/14/2014 08:30 AM) STNW James C. Morfitt 
Hearing Scheduled (Change of Plea 09/16/2014 02:00 PM) 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/16/2014 02:00 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/16/2014 02:00 PM: 
Continued 
Hearing Scheduled (Change of Plea 09/18/2014 02:00 PM) -cont.-
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Affidavit of Pretrial Noncompliance (With Letter) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Jury Trial scheduled on 10/14/2014 08:30 AM: Hearing James C. Morfitt 
Vacated STNW 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/18/2014 02:00 PM: 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/18/2014 02:00 PM: 
Hearing Held -cont.-
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/18/2014 02:00 PM: 
Change Plea To Guilty Before Hit -to Count I, Part II to be dismissed 
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/18/2014 02:00 PM: 
Guilty Plea Advisory Form -cont.-
Hearing result for Change of Plea scheduled on 09/18/2014 02:00 PM: 
Pre-Sentence Investigation Evaluation Ordered -cont.-
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 11/03/2014 02:30 PM) PSI 
Stipulation For Substitution of Counsel/L Sisson 
Affidavit of Pretrial Noncompliance (With Letter) 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 11/03/2014 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Continued 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 11/03/2014 02:30 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunder 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 11/05/2014 02:00 PM) Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 11/05/2014 02:00 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: Less than 100 
Hearing Held Thomas J Ryan 
Failure To Appear For Hearing Or Trial {Warrant held until noon 11.6.2014} Thomas J Ryan 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
11/6/2014 
11/10/2014 
1/7/2015 
1/8/2015 
1/13/2015 
1/23/2015 
Felony 
Judge 
Warrant Issued - Bench Bond amount: 75,000.00 Failure to Appear at Thomas J Ryan 
Sentencing -combined w/CR-2014-4539*N Defendant: Cohagan, 
Matthew Elliot 
Case Status Changed: Inactive 
Notice of Bond Forfeiture 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 11/10/2014 01:30 PM: 
Hearing Held 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 11/10/2014 01:30 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment (In Custody} 01/07/2015 01:30 PM) 
Request to Obtain Approval To Video Record Broadcast or Photograph a 
Court Proceeding 
Order Granted to Video Record Hearing 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 01/07/2015 
01 :30 PM: Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody) scheduled on 01/07/2015 
01 :30 PM: Arraignment I First Appearance 
Hearing result for Arraignment (In Custody} scheduled on 01/07/2015 
01 :30 PM: Constitutional Rights Warning 
Hearing Scheduled (Arm. - District Court 01/23/2015 09:00 AM) 
Warrant Returned Failure to Appear at Sentencing -combined 
w/CR-2014-4539*N Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
Case Status Changed: Pending 
Brian D Lee 
Thomas J Ryan 
Brian D Lee 
Brian D Lee 
Brian D Lee 
Brian D Lee 
George A Southworth 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Motion for Bond Reduction or Release on own Recognizance and Notice of Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 01/23/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
Arraignment I First Appearance Motion for Bond Reduction/Release 
RYAN 
FTA@SENT 
SENT-March 3@1:45 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 01/23/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Patricia Terry 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Arm. - District Court scheduled on 01/23/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
Arraignment I First Appearance Motion for Bond Reduction/Release 
RYAN 
FTA@SENT 
SENT-March 3@1 :45 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 03/03/2015 01 :45 PM) 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 02/04/2015 03:45 PM) 
Amended Notice Of Sentencing Hearing 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
2/4/2015 
2/5/2015 
2/10/2015 
2/13/2015 
2/19/2015 
Felony 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/04/2015 03:45 PM: 
Continued PCS {f} 
Persist Via to be DM 
Judge 
Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Sentencing scheduled on 02/04/2015 03:45 PM: District Thomas J Ryan 
Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing Scheduled (Further Proceeding 02/19/2015 02:30 PM) Crt to Thomas J Ryan 
determine whether D should be allowed to withdraw his plea or proceed to 
sentencing 
Notice of Corrections to Presentence Investigation Report Thomas J Ryan 
Document sealed 
Notice Of Hearing for Bond Reducation or Release on own Recognizance Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion Hearing 02/13/2015 09:00 AM) Mtn for Bond Juneal C. Kerrick 
Reduction 
Motion to Withdraw Guilty Plea 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/13/2015 09:03 AM: 
Hearing Held Mtn for Bond Reduction 
RY AN- previously set 
Thomas J Ryan 
G.D. Carey 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/13/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kathy Klemetson 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
pages 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/13/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
Motion Held Mtn for Bond Reduction 
RYAN- previously set 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/13/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
Motion Granted Mtn for Bond Reduction 
RYAN- previously set 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/13/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
Commitment On Bond Reduction $40,000 total with CR2014-4539*N 
RY AN- previously set 
Hearing result for Motion Hearing scheduled on 02/13/2015 09:03 AM: G.D. Carey 
Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Trial Release Mtn for Bond Reduction 
RYAN- previously set 
Defendant's Brief in Support of Motion to Withdraw Plea Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/19/2015 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Hearing Held 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/19/2015 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Execution Of Judgment Suspended - (365 Days) 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/19/2015 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
No Recommendation 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/19/2015 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Sentenced To Fine And Incarceration 
10
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Third Judicial District Court - Canyon County 
ROA Report 
Case: CR-2014-0004574-C Current Judge: Thomas J Ryan 
User: WALDEMER 
Defendant: Cohagan, Matthew Elliot 
State of Idaho vs. Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Date 
2/19/2015 
2/20/2015 
2/24/2015 
2/25/2015 
3/12/2015 
3/13/2015 
3/24/2015 
4/16/2015 
Felony 
Judge 
Hearing result for Further Proceeding scheduled on 02/19/2015 02:30 PM: Thomas J Ryan 
Commitment - Held To Answer 
Case Status Changed: closed pending clerk action 
District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: Kim Saunders 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing estimated: less than 100 
Rule 11 Plea Agreement 
Order to dismiss persistent violator 
Lab Restitution Ordered 
Restitution Ordered 100.00 victim# 1 
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 20,000.00) 
Judgment and commitment and order of retained jurisdiction 
Notice of Appeal 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Motion for Appointment of State Appellate Public Defender (w/order) 
Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender 
IDOC Notice of Retained Jurisdiction Inmate Placement cc: PA/PD 
Amended Notice of Appeal 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
Thomas J Ryan 
, . . ... 
e • 
created 2126114 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE 3RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
[Z]In Custody STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF Cf�lY� 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff 
vs. 
Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
Defendant. 
FEB 27 201 
DOB: 
SSN:  
OLN: UX207059C 
State: Idaho 
Agency Case No. N l4-06464 
H. Otto of the Nampa Police Department 
being frrst duly sworn, state that the following is true and accurate. 
The following acts occurred at: 715 12th AveS, Nampa , Canyon County, State of Idaho 
Time Occurred At: 1337 HRS on the date of 02/26/2014 
Crime{s) alleged to have been committed: Possession Controlled Substance 37-2732( (1) 
Obstruct Delay 18-705 
Drug Paraphernalia 37-2734A (1) 
1. Please state what you did or observed that gives you reason to believe the individual(s) committed the 
crime(s) alleged: 
On 02/26/2014 at approximately 1245 myself and Officer Curtis contacted Cohagan at the Albertson's location at 715 12th Ave S. in 
Nampa. During this contact Cohagan was informed that he was under arrest by Officer Curtis for his outstanding warrants. After being 
informed he was under arrest he attempted to flee and force was used to subdue Cohagan. Officer Curtis performed a leg sweep and we 
all fell to the ground. During this interaction Cohagan repeatedly kept his hands under him after being told to stop resisting and give us 
his hands. He eventually reached out his left hand and I saw a yellow in color metal box on the ground approximately where his hand had 
just been. Officer Crntis and I eventually gained compliance and placed Cohagan into wrist restraints. When the yellow in color box was 
opened there was a glass smoking device with white crystal inside that based on my training and experience is used for smoking 
methamphetamine. Also inside the yellow in color box was a plastic bag containing a white crystal substance. I performed a presumptive 
NIK test kit "U", I am certified on its use, the white crystal substance was positive reactive for the presumptive presence of 
methamphetamine. The total package weight of the white crystal substance was 2.3g. 
2. What further information do you have regarding what others did or observed giving you reasonable 
grounds to believe that the individual(s) committed the crime(s) alleged? 
Officer Curtis had contact with Cohagan and confirmed Cohagan had outstanding warrants. 
3. Set out any information you have and its source as to why a warrant instead of a summons should be 
issued. 
In custody 
11
I 
L ~/(,v---
___ A.M t'I/U!J'M. 
. . • • For additional information, see report narrative. 
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Dated C C:. C:, ,) 
Affiant /k/b, { (~ 
SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me onOP -24-!'f 
No~~blicforTdaho~ VI/J /3 ·2~ 
Restdmg 111 VI {( m fsk , Idaho 
My Commission Expir ~ f t{ 1~· ,i'( 
']/~ 
~~ 
• • 
ah 
F 
FiB 2 7 201� 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
D.O.B.
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss 
County of Canyon ) 
CASE NO.CR2014- L_ 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT 
POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I .C. §37-2732(c)( 1 )  
PERSONALLY APPEARED Before me this 2 day of February, 201 4, 
, ofthe Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, who 
being duly sworn, complains and says: 
1 
COMPLAINT 
13
.,. 
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__ IA.~~~-
• • • 
That the Defendant, Matthew Elliot Cohagan, on or about the 26th day of 
February, 2014, in the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
All ofwhich is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(l) and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this of February, 
2014. 
2 
COMPLAINT 
14
1--1'[\__day 
• • 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
181 ARRAIGNMENT 181 IN-CUSTODY D SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
MVSM 
Matthew Elliot Cohagen 
D True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
Defendant 
Defendant's Attorney D 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-14-4574-C 
Date: February 27, 2014 
Judge: J Lee 
Recording: Mag 7 (212-223) 
Prosecutor Chris Boyd 
Interpreter 
0 FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered: 
bench warrant issued D bail on warrant $ 
D bail forfeited D referred to PA 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
181 requested court appointed counsel. 
1811ndigency hearing held. 
181 Court appointed public defender. 
D Arraignment continued to 
D to consult I retain counsel, D other 
D waived right to counsel. 
D Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
before Judge 
HEARING: 
Preliminary Hearing set 
Statutory time waived: DYes DNa 
March 12,2014@ 8:30am 
D Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before Judge B Lee 
D District Court Arraignment: 
BAIL: State recommends 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
B No Contact Order D entered D continued Address Verified D Corrected 
OTHER: 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 
before Judge 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
181 Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
181 Bail set at $50,000.00 Total 
Cases Consolidated 
Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
� 
,Deputy Clerk 
07/2009 
15
D 
181PRELIMINARY 
Address: ______ _ 
• 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO/or 
) 
) 
) 
) ) ) ) 
• 
Case No. (_ 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
The Court being fully advised as to the application of the above-named applicant and it appearing to 
be a proper case, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Canyon County Public Defender be, and hereby is, appointed for 
SET /d diJl� {)) d;O /91rJ 
0 THEMATTER SHALLBE SET FOR 
�In Custody- B ond $ � /lift.J-0 Released: 0 O.R. 0 on bond previously posted 0 to PreTrial Release 
Juvenile: 0 In Custody 0 Released 
0 No Contact Order entered. 
)( Cases consolidated . 
.)( . Discovery provided by State. 
0 Interpreter required. 
0 Additional charge of FT A 
Original--Court File 
ORDER APPOINTING PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
Yellow--Public Defender Pink--Prosecuting Attorney 
2/06 
16
r 
~ TH~N!_ATTER IS FOR ~ / 
-Gt~~ fk-.tl-d~. beforeJudge B ~ 
Dated: _'1---_,,_/~_J~i-..t.__ __ 
I I 
to ___________ _ 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
• 
) 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
�vs- ) 
Case No. - Lj)r; L/- C 
ORDER FOR � 5 2tl-jJ 
) 
Defendant, ) 
0 Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
on Own Recognizance 
\ on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
0 Defendant is Ordered r eleased 
0 On own recognizance 0 Placed on probation 0 Case Dismissed .. <lfV rtBond having been set in the sum of$ c)V\J Total Bond 
0 Bond having been 0 increased 0 reduced to the sum of $ 0 Total Bond 
posting bond, d ef endant m ust r eport to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
Defendant shall r eport to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
0 Comply with a curfew d esignated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial Services 
consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
�bmit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at d ef endant's expense. 
0 Not operate or be i n  the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
0 A bide ny No Contact Order and its conditions. ' 
Submit �ol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. . 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules and/or reporting conditions and/or requirements of release as 
Ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of release and return to the custody of the Sheriff. 
¥hite - Court �w- Jail/Pretrial Services �nk- Defendant 10/11 
17
---------ir------o-.u,----R¢ T ~; d !l f .M. 
___j._~:...L,.,d~~~'J:.C:.~~_,DEPUTY 
-Ji/-
b~ 
y &vldet 
OTHER: _______________________ _ 
Dated: 
, . 4t F I 
ah 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
MAR 0 4 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
0 SIGG, DEPUTY 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD WDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT CO HAGAN 
Defendant 
CASE NO. CR201 4-04574 
DEMAND FOR NOTICE OF 
DEFENSE OF ALIBI 
TO: MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, the above named Defendant, and to the Canyon 
County Public Defender, Attorney for the above named Defendant: 
COMES NOW, BRYAN F. TAYLOR, Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney, 
who demands that the Defendant serve upon him within ten ( 1 0) days from the date of this notice 
or at such other time as the Court may direct, a written notice of the Defendant's intention to 
offer a defense of alibi. 
Such notice by the Defendant shall state the specific place or places at which the 
Defendant claims to have been at the time of the alleged offense and the names and addresses of 
the witnesses upon whom the Defendant intends to rely to establish such alibi. 
If prior to or during trial the Defendant learns of additional witnesses whose 
identity, if known, should have been included in this information furnished pursuant to this 
DEMAND FOR NOTICE OF 
DEFENSE OF ALIBI 
1 
18
• 
. ' • 
Demand, the Defendant or the Defendant's attorney shall promptly notify the Canyon County 
Prosecuting Attorney of the existence, identity and addresses of such additional witness or 
witnesses. 
The failure of the Defendant and the Defendant's attorney to comply with this 
Demand may result in the exclusion of the testimony of any undisclosed witnesses which may be 
offered by the Defendant to establish said alibi. 
This Demand was made and based upon Idaho Code Provision 1 9-5 1 9. 
DATED This;# cfuy 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the 28th day of February, 
20 14. 
Kimberlee S. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
DEMAND FOR NOTICE OF 
DEFENSE OF ALIBI 
2 
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KOOb~ 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney --------
STATE OF I DAHO 
-vs-
Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
0True Name 
Corrected Name: 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR14-4574C, CR14-4539N 
Date: March 12, �014 
Judge: B. Lee 
Recording: Mag 6 (905-908) 
APPEARANCES: 
Defendant 
181 Prosecutor - Madison Hamby 
181 Defendant's Attorney - David Christensen 
D Interpreter 
FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered 
bench warrant issued--bail $ D bond forfeited. 
D Other . 
PROCEEDINGS: 
Preliminary hearing waived; Defendant bound over to District Court. 
0 Preliminary hearing held. 
D Preliminary hearing conti nued to __ at __ .m. before Judge -....:. 
D State moved to dismiss on the grou nds: __ . 
D Court dismissed Complaint. 
D Prospective witnesses excluded. 
181 State's recommendations: The State's offer shall remain open unti l  45 days before Jury Trial. The 
State shall withdraw the persistent violator charge and run the sentence concurrent with any pending charges. 
The State would have no objection to the def endant being screened for drug court. Offer contingent upon all 
standard terms and the defendant having no more than three prior felonies. 
STATE'S WITNESSES SWORN: 1. 2. 
3. 4. 5. 
DEFENDANT'S WITNESSES SWORN: 1. 
3. 4. 
COURT'S RULING: 
2. 
5. 
No probable cause; Complaint dismissed; Defendant discharged. 
D Bond exonerated. D Probable cause found for offense set forth i n  Complaint. 
D Charges amended to: __ . 
D Probable cause found for amended charge. 
181 Defendant held to answer to the District Court. District Court Arraignment set for 3121114 at 9:00a.m. 
before Judge Kerrick. 
181 Misdemeanor case(s) conti nued consolidated with felony case for further proceedings. 
181 Motion for bond reduction to be heard at the time of District Court Arraignment. 
BAIL: The Defendant was --o Released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
181 Remanded to custody of the sheriff. 
181 Bail as set 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
OTHER: The Court advised the defendant all ordered conditions of Pre-Trial Release would remain 
i n  effect. 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 07/2009 
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o 
$50,000.00-total. 
preyiously 
Third Judicial District State of Idaho 
In and For the of Canyon 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Filed: 
Clerk of the District Court 
By , Deputy 
STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No: CI21L{-- Y 
ORDER BINDING DEFENDANT OVER TO 
DISTRICT COURT 
vs. 
Preliminary hearing having been �aived 0 held in this case on the day of 
and the Court being fully satisfied that a public offense has been 
committed and that there is probable or sufficient cause to believe the Defendant guilty thereof, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant herein be held to answer in the District Court of the Third 
Judicial District of The State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, to the charge of ·p o SS{2SS ,· C'"'A 
c� Lc\"--\--v-o \ \-eJ s LA.J�<S+rcn.XL-
a felony, committed In canyon County, Idaho on or about the day of 1=""-e.lo 
20 . 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Defendant herein shall be arraigned before the District Court of 
the Third Judicial District of the State of I daho, in and for the County of Canyon, on the 2J :=::A- day of 
a.m. 
0 
0 
0 
Defendant is continued released on the bond posted. 
Defendant's personal recognizance release is 0 continued 0 ordered. 
Defendant's release to Pre-Trial Release Officer is 0 continued 
� YOU, THE SHERIFF OF CANYON COUNTY, I DAHO, are comma ed t receive into your custody and detain the Defendant until legally ischarged. Defend nt is t be admitted to bail in 
the sum 000 -00.-cow't-
ORDER BINDING DEFENDANT OVER TO DISTRICT COURT 05/2007 
21
K -Beck..-\ e.y 
. 
tV\a.-+l-h.L~.J El\, o+t Co h."=c)~ 
· Defendant, 
__ M __ 0-_\·c;.+:\ ___ , 20 , '::: ,. ~ 
__ '{V\_,.....n.._vc __ -l:\__.__ __ , 20 \ ±: 
\ 
of$50, 
Dated: __ o_\ _\ !::1-1 __..Lt __ _ Signed. ______ --1---------
Magistrate 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
MIMURA LAW OFFICES, PLLC 
LARY G. SISSON 
5 1 0 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Phone: (208) 639-4585 
Fax: (208) 639-46 1 1 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
• 
F I 
MA� \ 2 20\4 
CANYON COUNTY CL.EAK 
s HILL. DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2014-4574 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
OR RELEASE ON OWN 
RECOGNIZANCE AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, by and through his attorneys of record the 
Canyon County Public Defender's Office and hereby moves this Honorable Court for 
entry of its Order releasing the defendant on defendant's own recognizance or reducing 
bail. 
THIS MOTION is made on the grounds that the offense with which defendant is 
charged is a bail able offense; that the bail now set is excessive; and that bail is 
unnecessary and that the defendant can be safely released on defendant's own 
recogmzance. 
THIS MOTION is based on the pleadings, papers, records and files in the above 
entitled action. 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION OR RELEASE ON 
OWN RECOGNIZANCE AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
CMF 
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• 
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,A. ~.M .
• • 
NOTICE OF HEARING: NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant 
will bring on for hearing the above Motion at the Canyon County Magistrate Court, 1 1 1 5 
Albany Street, Caldwell, Idaho, on the 2 1 st of at the hour of 9 :00 a.m. 
before the Honorable Juneal C. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be 
heard. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: 
I hereby certify that on the 1 2th day of March, 201 4, I served a true and correct copy of 
the within Motion for Bond Reduction or Release on Own Recognizance and Notice of 
Hearing upon the individual(s) names below in the manner noted: 
� By placing such a copy in the Prosecutor' s basket located in the Clerk's  office on the 
second floor of the Canyon County Courthouse. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany 
Caldwell Idaho 83605 
Lary G. Sisson 
Attorney for the Defendant 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION OR RELEASE ON 
OWN RECOGNIZANCE AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
CMF 
23
day March, 2014, 
Judge Kerrick, 
• 
• 
ah 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391 
e 
F 
MAR 1 3 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
D SIGG, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
D.O.B.
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 4-04574 
INFORMATION 
POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I .C. §37-2732(c)(l) 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Canyon, 
State of Idaho, who in the name and by authority of said state prosecutes in its behalf, in proper 
person comes into the above entitled Court and informs said Court that the above name 
Defendant stands accused by this Information of crime of 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony 
Idaho Code Section 37-2732(c)( 1 )  
INFORMATION 
1 
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• 
committed as follows: 
That the Defendant, Matthew Elliot Cohagan, on or about the 26th day of 
February, 201 4, in the County of Canyon, State of ldaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732(c)(l) and against the 
power, peace and dignity of the State of ldaho. 
DATED this 12th day of March, 201 4. 
INFORMATION 
KIMBERLEE S. BRATCHER for 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho 
2 
25
" 
' 
.. ' 
ah 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse· 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATT OT COHAGAN 
D.O.B
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2014-04574 
PART II INFORMATION 
PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
Felony, I. C. § 1 9-25 1 4  
BRYAN F .  TAYLOR, Prosecuting Attorney in and for the County of Canyon, 
State of Idaho, who in the name and by authority of said state prosecutes in its behalf, in proper 
person comes into the above entitled Court and informs said Court that the above name 
Defendant stands accused by this Information of crime of 
PERSISTENT VIOLA TOR 
Felony 
Idaho Code Section 1 9-25 1 4  
PART II INFORMATION 
1 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
D SIGG, DEPUTY 
• • • 
committed as follows: 
That the Defendant, Matthew Elliot Co hagan, was previously convicted of the 
following felonies: 
DRIVING UNDER THE INFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL 
On or about the 4th day of February, 2009, under the name of Matthew E. Cohagan, the 
Defendant was convicted of the felony of Driving Under the Influence of Alcohol, in the County 
of Canyon, State of Idaho. 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
On or about the 1 6th day of June, 2006, under the name of Matthew Cohagan, the Defendant was 
convicted of the felony of Possession of a Controlled Substance, in the County of Canyon, State 
of Idaho. 
BURGLARY 
On or about the 1 9th day of August, 2002, under the name of Matthew Co hagan, the Defendant 
was convicted of the felony of Burglary, in the County of Canyon, State of ldaho. 
All of which is contrary to Idaho Code, Section 1 9-25 14  and against the power, 
peace and dignity of the State of Idaho. 
DATED this 1 2th day of March, 2014. 
PART II INFORMATION 
KIMBERLEE S .  BRATCHER for 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho 
2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: GREGORY M. CULET DATE: MARCH 21,  2014 
THESTATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
) 
vs ) 
) 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COURT MINUTES 
CASE NO: CR-2014-0004574*C 
CR-2014-0004539 *N 
TIME: 9:04A.M 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT 5 (1035-104 6) 
This having been the time heretofore set for District Court Arraignment and Motion 
for Bond Reduction in the above entitled matters, the State was represented by Mr. Ty 
Ketlinski, Deputy Prosecuting attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court 
with counsel, Mr. Marc Bybee. 
The Court noted the cases, parties present, noting this had been the time set for initial 
appearance together with a Motion for Bond Reduction and determined the defendant's true and 
correct name was charged. 
Mr. Bybee advised the Court the defendant had received/reviewed a copy of the two part 
Information and waived formal reading of the same. 
The Court advised the defendant of the charges in the above referenced cases and the 
maximum possible penalties for the same. 
COURT MINUTES 
MARCH 2 1 , 201 4 Page 1 
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Mr. Bybee advised the Court counsel had been in receipt of a copy of the Citation in 
connection with consolidated misdemeanor case CR-2014-0004574*C, however had neglected to 
review the same with the defendant. 
Following review, Mr. Bybee advised the Court the defendant had the opportunity to 
review the Citation and waived formal reading of the same. 
The Court further advised the defendant if he were not a citizen of the United States a 
potential immigration consequence, if convicted, could include deportation. The Court further 
advised the defendant the penalties could be ordered to run consecutive. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he understood the nature of the 
charges, the maximum possible penalties, and consequences. 
Mr. Bybee advised the Court it had been counsel's understanding plea negotiations had 
been ongoing; therefore the defendant would stand silent and assert his right to speedy trial. 
The Court entered pleas of not guilty on behalf of the defendant and set the matters 
for pre-trial conference on May 12, 2014 at 1:30 p.m. before Judge Ryan with jury trial to 
commence on June 17,2014 at 8:30a.m. for four (4) days before Senior Judge Morfitt. 
Mr. Bybee presented argument in support of the Motion for Bond Reduction and 
requested the defendant's release on his own recognizance to Pre-trial Services and/or a 
reduction in bond to the sum of $10,000.00. 
Mr. Ketlinski presented argument in opposition to the motion. 
The Court expressed opinions. 
The defendant held discussions with his attorney. 
COURT MINUTES 
MARCH 21 , 201 4 Page 2 
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• 
The Court granted the Defendant's Motion for Bond Reduction and Ordered the 
defendant's bond reduced to the combined sum of $10,000.00 with the requirement the 
defendant report to Pre-trial Release Services upon the posting of the bond with the special 
conditions as follows: 1) The defendant shall not consume or possess alcoholic beverages or 
mood altering substances without a valid prescription; 2) The defendant shall submit to 
evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pre-trial Services at the 
defendant's own expense. 
The Court further executed a Referral to Canyon County Problem Solving Courts-
Drug Court and directed the defendant to comply with the Drug Court screening process. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff pending 
further proceedings, or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 
MARCH 21 , 201 4 Page 3 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
. •  FILED � AT \"\ .M. 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
Defendant, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. 
ORDER FOR tl· QD 'f._\ ·l \b�q �J 
D Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
0 Release on Own Recognizance ..Bt'ommitment on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
D Defendant is Ordered released 
D On own recognizance D Placed on probation D Case Dismissed 
, DEPUTY 
D Bond having been set in the sum D Total Bond 
D increased ,..B-Feduced to the sum of$ '"' 
Defendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
D Comply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial Services 
�t consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
�bmit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
D Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
D Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
0 Submit to 0 GPS 0 Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
and/or requirements of release as 
o the custody of the Sheriff. 
Judge 
� -Court �-Jail/Pretrial Services �nk- Defendant 10/11 
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~d,\h \ }\l',L\l 
~~ERKeFHE DISTRICT COURT 
C7 
of$ 
)d'l3on~ having been -_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_ \01 U\.lD ..i:hotal Bond piing bond, defendant must report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
OTHER: _____________________________ _ 
Dated: _____,3"'-\+-=1'-'-\ \_·~'--\...__ __ 
• APR 1 6 2014 
CANY0�•J C':)I1:'JTY C!. f.=f-!!{ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICTf�P, ·rrr r y 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
BENCH WARRANT 
Case No. CR 14-04574C/14-04539N 
Defendant MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, POLICEMAN, OR PEACE 
OFFICER IN THE COUNTY OF CANYON OR THE STATE OF IDAHO: 
The Court having this date entered its order for the issuance of a Bench Warrant 
for the arrest of MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN for failure to comply with release 
conditions as heretofore ordered by this Court, and the above-named person having 
previously been charged with Possession of a Controlled Substance, Persistent Violator, 
Resist and Obstruct, Possession of Drug Paraphernalia of ldaho Code section(s) 37-2732 
( C) ( 1 )  (F), 1 9-25 1 4, 1 8-705, 37-2734 A(l) 
[8J Felony [8J Misdemeanor 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED forthwith to arrest the above-named person and 
bring said person before the undersigned Judge, or if said Judge is unavailable, then 
before the nearest available Judge. 
[8J This warrant may be served at night. 
IF BOND IS POSTED, THE DEFENDANT IS ORDERED to report immediately to 
the Pretrial Services Office. The previous terms and conditions of release are reinstated 
pending further order of the Court. 
f � Bail: /0 
RETURN 
STATE OF IDAHO 
County of Canyon 
) 
) 
) 
ss. 
Judge 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I received this Warrant on and served the 
said Warrant by arresting the within-named Defendant, 
on the day of , 2014. 
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, OOO Dated: __ _____..!:JqtJ/'r!taf+/-1}.l'L_/_ 
Agency: Pre-Trial Release A. / I~ 1 '\c-
(Name) 
BENCH WARRANT- 1 
Name: Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
DOB
SSN:
� Male D Female 
Height: 6'0" 
Weight: 205 
Agency: PRE TRIAL RELEASE 
(Title) 
Last Known Address: 1640 1 1 th Ave North, Nampa Idaho 83687 
Last Known Employer: Labor Ready, 1 604 Garrity Blvd # 10 1 ,  Nampa Idaho 
NCIC ENTRY: (Additional Levels Inclusive) 
Local 
Statewide 
__ Surrounding States 
Western United States 
Nationwide 
By: Dated: 
BENCH WARRANT - 2 
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F L E D 
____ P.M. 
APR 0 9 2014 
UNTY CLERK 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, Case No. 14-04574C/14-04539N 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
AFFIDAVIT OF PRETRIAL 
NONCOMPLIANCE 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
I, Margaret Linsky, being first duly sworn on oath, depose and state as follows: 
1 .  I am a Deputy Sheriff for the Canyon County Sheriffs Office, Canyon County, Idaho and am 
making this Affidavit upon my personal knowledge. 
2. I have been employed in the Canyon County Sheriffs Office since 200 1 .  
3 .  My assigned duties for the Canyon County Sheriffs Office include administration of the 
Pretrial Services program. 
4. The defendant was granted release with specific conditions to the Pretrial Release program on 
the 2 1  day of March, 20 14  by Judge Culet. 
5 .  The defendant did not comply with the rules of the Pretrial Services program as set forth in the 
attached judgment by doing the following actions: 
[8J Failed to sign-up in the pretrial program as of 04/09/14. Matthew posted bond on 
4/2/1 4  and has not shown up to Pretrial Relase. On 4/71 14, I attempted to contact 
Matthew with no success. 
D Failed to check-in by telephone on the following dates: 
AFFIDAVIT OF PRETRIAL NONCOMPLIANCE 
Page 1 of3 
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D Violated the following rule(s) of the pretrial program: 
Dated this 09 day of April, 2014. 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN before me this 09 day of April, 2014. 
( S E AL) 
,,, 
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,,,,, ,,
,, ..... ,, '• 
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� 
:' ..4, .•• •. L.. -:. 
:: '-'1 • "t7 .......  ::rn: c ' '".l": - . -·o· • : - • ·:::.-="T\· (" '� :. •• ..,. • : : -a ·. 0 ""' .· c::- :: 
··· 0 .. .. .... ········ � '\"" .... .. 
'•,, .... .. Ill '-"'' .......... 
,, 
AFFIDAVIT OF PRETRIAL NONCOMPLIANCE 
Notary Public for Idaho 
My Commission Expires: -{7 
Page 2 of3 
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Deputy 
~kn,,,,,-..,_ 
Residing at ~ \"1 I\) . \ ~{b 4Y'f 1 0JJwdJ 6-tb 
• 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 09 day of April, 2014, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
AFFIDAVIT OF PRETRIAL NONCOMPLIANCE was served on the following in the 
manner indicated. 
Defendant/Defense Attorney 
Public Defender 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
AFFIDAVIT OF PRETRIAL NONCOMPLIANCE 
] Email 
] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Delivery 
L/fPlace in Basket in Clerk's Office 
[ ] Facsimile 
[ ] Email 
[ ] U.S. Mail 
[ ] Overnight Delivery Wlace in P A Basket in Clerk's Office 
[ ] Facsimile 
Page 3 of3 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
� ARRAIGNMENT � IN-CUSTODY 
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH PRETRIAL RELEASE CONDITIONS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
D True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
Defendant 
D Defendant's Attorney 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2014-4574-C 
CR-2014-4539-N 
Date: Apri116, 2014 
Judge: Gary D. Demeyer 
Recording: Mag 7 (132-132) 
� Prosecutor Matthew Bever 
D Interpreter 
was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
PROCEEDINGS: THE COURT INFORMED THE DEFENDANT OF FAILURE TO COMPLY TO PRETRIAL 
RELEASE CONDITIONS. THE COURT ORDERED THE DEENDANT THE OPTION TO POST BOND OR REMAIN 
IN CUSTODY PENDING FURTHER COURT PROCEEDINGS. 
BAIL: State recommends 
CUSTODY STATUS: 
Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order 
0Address Verified 
D Corrected 
OTHER: 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
� Cont remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
�Bail as set at $10,000 total. 
Consolidated 
Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
,, Deputy Clerk 
07/2009 
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Address: 
-------
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LARY G. SISSON 
510 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-4610 
Facsimile: (208) 639-4611 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
APR 1 8 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S MEHIEL, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATIHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2014-4574-C j 
CR-20 14-4539-N 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, the Canyon 
County Public Defender's Office, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for an order 
suppressing all physical evidence, testimony, lab reports, photos, documents, any other 
type of evidence, and statements made by the defendant which were obtained by the State 
as a result of an unlawful seizure and search of the defendant and the defendant's vehicle. 
In support of this Motion Defendant makes the following allegations and requests 
the following potential evidence be suppressed. 
ALLEGATIONS 
Defendant alleges the following: 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 1 
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1. He was seized when Officer Curtis approached him inside the Albertson's 
store and demanded his identification. 
2. Because Officer Curtis did not have reasonable articulable suspicion that a 
criminal act had occurred, or was about to occur, his seizure of the 
defendant was unlawful. 
3. At the time of the seizure Officer Curtis did not have a valid warrant to 
enable him to seize the defendant. 
4. Because Defendant was unlawfully detained, then the search of the 
defendant was also unlawful. Therefore, all items found upon Defendant's 
person that could be used against Defendant must be suppressed because 
they were obtained unlawfully and unconstitutionally. 
5.  Because he was unlawfully seized and searched any and all statements that 
could be considered confessions of illegal activity or statements that could 
be considered inculpatory must be suppressed because they were obtained 
unlawfully and unconstitutionally. 
6. The attenuation doctrine does not act as a cure for the unlawful and 
unconstitutional actions of the police in this matter. 
POTENTIAL EVIDENCE TO BE SUPPRESSED 
Defendant is not sure if he has received all the of the discovery materials such as 
police reports, evidence lists, audio and/or video recordings, etc. Nevertheless, 
Defendant requests that the following items be suppressed. This includes, but is not 
necessarily limited to: 
1 .  One (1) bag containing a white crystal substance 
2. One (1) glass smoking device with white crystal substance 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 2 
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3. Two (2) red address books 
4. One ( 1) lemon head box 
5. One ( 1) top brand cigarette papers 
6. Seven (7) squares of toilet paper 
7. One (1) iHome blac bag 
8. One (1) .2 gram green in color piece 
9. All audio recordings 
10. All video recordings 
11. All photographs 
12. All results of lab testing 
13. All statements made by defendant to any law enforcement 
person in connection with these matters. 
CONCLUSION 
In support of this motion, Defendant will file an affidavit stating why he believes 
he was unlawfully seized and searched. Defendant reserves the right to supplement this 
Motion with an Amended Motion to Suppress and a Brief and other evidence and 
requests a hearing and oral argument on the matter. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant will bring on for 
hearing this Motion to Suppress in these matters at the Canyon County Courthouse, 1115 
Albany Street, Caldwell, Idaho, on the 6th day of May, 2014 at the hour of 1:30 p.m., or 
as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, before the Honorable Judge Thomas J. Ryan. 
DATED this 18th day of April, 2014. 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
LARY G. SISSON 
Assistant Public Defender 
3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 18th day of April, 2014, I served a true and correct copy of the 
within and foregoing document upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
../ By delivering copies of the same to the courthouse box of the attorney(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecutor's Office 
1115 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 4 
LARY G. SISSON 
Assistant Public Defender 
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
5 1  0 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-461 0  
Facsimile : (208) 639-461 1  
Attorneys for Defendant 
.F 
APR 2 2 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLER
K 
DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
CASE NO. :  CR-20 14-4574-C 
CR-20 14-4539-N 
MOTION FOR REINSTAMENT OF 
BOND AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, by and through Defendant' s  attorneys of record, 
the Canyon County Public Defender's  Office, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for 
entry of its Order reinstating Defendant on the bond that has been previous posted in 
these matters and releasing him from custody. 
THIS MOTION is made on the grounds that: 
1 .  The offense with which defendant is charged is a bail able offense; 
2 .  On February 27, 20 14,  a combined bail was set in these matters at 
$50,000; 
3 .  On March 21 ,  2014, the Court reduced Defendant' s  bail in  these two 
matters to a combined amount of $ 1  0,000; 
4. With the assistance of a bail bonds company, Defendant was able to post 
MOTION FOR REINSTATEMENT OF 1 
BOND AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
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the $ 1 0,000 bail amount on April 2, 20 14; 
5 .  However, at the time of his release from jail, Defendant was not made 
aware by the Canyon County Detention Center staff or his bail bondsman 
that he needed to report to Pre-Trial Release Services as a condition of his 
release; 
6. Subsequently, a Bench Warrant was issued on April 1 4, 20 1 4  for 
Defendant's  failure to report to Pre-Trial Release Services; 
7. However, the court has not chosen to issue a notice of forfeiture of the bail 
previously posted in these matters; 
8. Defendant is now aware of the need to report to Pre-Trial Release Services 
if he is released and knows he must abide by their terms and conditions; 
and 
9.  Therefore, Idaho Criminal Rule 46 and the Idaho Code allows for 
reinstatement of Defendant upon his previously posted bond and to release 
Defendant. 
THIS MOTION is based on the pleadings, papers, records and files in the above 
entitled action. In addition, Defendant desires to provide supplemental information 
and/or documents to the Court during a hearing on this motion. 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant will bring up for 
hearing the above Motion at the Canyon County District Courthouse, 1 1 1 5 Albany Street, 
Caldwell, Idaho, on the 25th day of April, 20 1 4, at the hour of 9:00 a.m. or as soon 
thereafter as can be heard before the Honorable George A. Southworth. 
MOTION FOR REINSTATEMENT OF 2 
BOND AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
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DATED this 22nd day of April, 201 4. 
Assistant Public Defender 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: 
I hereby certify that on the 22nd day of April, 2014, I served a true and correct copy of 
the within Motion for Reinstatement of Bond and Notice of Hearing upon the 
individual(s) names below in the manner noted: 
./ By depositing copies of the same in the designated courthouse box. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83065 
Assistant Public Defender 
MOTION FOR REINSTATEMENT OF 3 
BOND AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
44
• 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
[8] True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
� Defendant 
� Prosecutor Mr. Gerald Wolff 
OOther 
MOTION HEARING 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR2014-457 4 *C/CR2014-4539*C 
Date: APRIL 25, 201 4  
Judge: GREGORY M. CULET 
Recording: DCRT5 (1202 - 1 206) 
Court Reporter: KATHY KLEMETSON 
�Defendant's Attorney Mr. William Schwartz 
0 Interpreter 
Time set for hearing on the � Defendant's Motion for Reinstatement of Bond 
� The State presented argument � opposing the motion. 
� Defense counsel / Defendant presented argument � in support of the motion. 
THE COURT 
� granted 
OTHER: The Court advised the defendant that he was released on all terms and conditions as 
ordered. 
MOTION HEARING 09/2009 
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prior previously 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FILED 
CLERK 0 
BY DEPUTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER FOR Ce_2oty. 
) 
! 
) 
�ditional Release/Pretrial Services 
0 Release on Own Recognizance �Commitment on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
0 Defendant is Ordered released 
0 On own recognizance 0 Placed on probation 0 Case Dismissed 
0 Bond having been set in the sum of$ 0 Total Bond 
having been 0 increased 0 reduced to the sum of 0 Total Bond 
Hupon posting bond, defendant must report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
0 Defendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
0 Comply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial Services 
�ot consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
�ubmit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
0 Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
0 Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
0 Submit to 0 GPS 0 Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
�hite - Court �llow - Jail/Pretrial Services Pink - Defendant 10/11 
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E D P.M. rna 
BRYAN F. TAYLOR MAY 0 2 2014 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S HILL, DEPUTY 
1 1 1 5  Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-7391  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR201 4-04574 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
COMES NOW, MATTHEW R. BEVER, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney ofthe 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney's Office, on behalf of the State of Idaho, who does respond 
to the defendant' s  Motion to Suppress as follows. 
Statement of Facts 
On February 26th of this year Officer Curtis with the Nampa Police Department was 
working. Shortly after noon Officer Curtis was handling two unrelated matters when he saw 
someone he believed he knew and later found out that person had warrants. Another officer 
spoke with this person identifying him by license as the defendant, Matthew Cohagen. He was 
not the originally suspected person. 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S  
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Sometime later Officer Curtis was in a store the defendant was in and decided to verify 
that the defendant was not presenting fake identification. Officer Curtis located the defendant 
still in the store and asked "what is  your name?" 1 The defendant stated his name and mentioned 
that another officer had asked to speak with him. Officer Curtis then asked the defendant "can I 
see your l.D. too?'' The defendant answered "ya absolutely man." 
After the defendant handed Officer Curtis his identification Officer Curtis asked the 
defendant about warrants and he denied having any. At this point the defendant asked "are we 
good?" This question happened forty two seconds into the discussion, and Officer Curtis told the 
defendant he'd be checking his information for warrants. At this point Officer Curtis had been 
holding the defendant's identification for twenty seconds and the encounter had lasted forty five 
seconds.2 The defendant then asked if he could check his phone, Officer Curtis agreed, and the 
defendant without explanation began walking away. Officer Curtis followed and thirteen 
seconds later told the defendant to stop because he had unconfirmed warrants. This started a 
process of the defendant walking away from the officers who felt he might be making attempts to 
run. Eventually the defendant and officers stopped near the front of the store where the 
defendant was told of his confirmed warrants eighty five seconds later. 
Officers again fearing that the defendant might flee attempt to detain him when the 
defendant begins to pull away leading to his charge for obstruct. During the detention process 
officers also find a pipe and methamphetamine resulting in the defendant's charges for which he 
is now before this court. 
Issue Presented 
1 Quotes are obtained from watching video footage from Officer Curtis- copy attached as State's exhibit# 1. 
1 Timing of events also obtained from watching video from Officer Curtis. 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 2 
48
• • 
If an officer voluntarily handed identification decides to hold that identification to check 
for active warrants causing the discovery of contraband is the contraband fruit of an 
unconstitutional seizure requiring suppression? 
Argument 
I. Officer Curtis initially engaged in a consensual encounter when he asked the 
defendant what his name was, and asked to see his license. 
"Law enforcement officers do not violate the Fourth Amendment's  prohibition of 
unreasonable seizures merely by approaching individuals on the street or in other public places 
and putting questions to them if they are willing to listen." U S.  v. Drayton, 536 U.S. 1 94, 200 
(2002). These kinds of contacts with officers are commonly referred to as "consensual 
encounters." !d. at 20 1 .  During these encounters officers "may generally ask the individual 
questions and ask to examine identification. " State v. Osborne, 1 2 1  Idaho 520, 523 (Ct. App. 
1 99 1 ). An officer's choice to do so does not require the suspicion of any crime. !d. As the 
Court has pointed out these encounters do not violate an individual's  right because "the person 
approached need not answer any question put to him and may decline to listen to the questions at 
all and go about his business." !d. at 523-24. In analyzing these encounters the "critical inquiry 
is whether, taking into account all of the circumstances surrounding the encounter, the police 
conduct would have communicated to a reasonable person that he was not at liberty to ignore the 
police presence and go about his business." !d. at 524. Factors the Court has considered are: 
pursuing a person attempting to leave, telling the person to stop, holding the person's 
identification, blocking the person's  path, and the surrounding presence of multiple officers. Id. 
FNI .  
Idaho considered such an encounter in State v. Osborne. In that case officers saw the 
defendant standing outside and behind his truck parked on the roadside. Officers decide to stop 
behind the defendant because of a recent report of a shooting and the time of morning. By the 
time offices walked up to the defendant he was in the truck. When they got up to the defendant 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S  
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they asked to see his license and the defendant voluntarily turned it over, after which the officer 
returned to the patrol car to run the defendant' s  information. During this initial discussion the 
officer smelled alcohol resulting in further investigation and an arrest. The court recognized that 
the analysis of these situations was two part: ( 1 )  when the defendant was seized and (2) if so was 
the seizure reasonable. The Court held that no seizure had occurred when police stopped behind 
the defendant, when the officer walked up to the defendant's car, but found that a seizure 
occurred once the license was requested. 1 2 1  Idaho at 524. The seizure occurred at that point 
because by statute the defendant/driver was required to tum over his license. Ultimately the 
Court held that the seizure was not justified because the license seizure was not supported by 
reasonable suspicion. !d. at 526-27. 
Here, as in Osborne Officer Curtis initially engaged in a consensual encounter by not 
showing typical authority. When Officer Curtis walked up to the defendant he did not order him 
to come, did not order him to stop, and did not inform him he had to respond to questions asked 
of him. Officer Curtis was in uniform but did not display a weapon, and although there were 
other officers in the store, Officer Curtis was alone when he first spoke with the defendant. 
Thus, like the initial conduct by the officers in Osborne, who simply parked behind the 
defendant and walked up to the driver, here too Officer Curtis did nothing to show authority. 
Officer Curtis initially asked two questions: what is your name, and can I see your I.D. too. 
Nothing about his tone or word choice would indicate to the defendant, or a reasonable person, 
that he was not free to ignore the questions and go about his business. Officer Curtis had not 
positioned himself to restrict the defendant' s  movement and so the defendant could have ignored 
Officer Curtis and continued walking. At that time Officer Curtis would have been unable to 
justifiably detain the defendant had he chosen to walk away. Thus when considering some of the 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
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factors used Officer Curtis had at this point not surrounded the defendant with multiple officers, 
told the defendant to stop, or blocked his still clear pathway to continue. All factors that with the 
facts above show that the defendant at that point had not been seized and was therefore free to 
leave. 
II. When Officer Curtis retained the defendant's identification he unjustifiable 
seized the defendant, but any resulting taint was cured by the quickly discovered 
arrest warrants for the defendant. 
When an officer holds a person's license "a limited detention does occur." State v. Page, 1 40 
Idaho 84 1 844 (2004). In these kinds of situations the question is "whether the intrusive action 
of the police was reasonable in view of all the surrounding circumstances." !d. An officer 
cannot be holding someone' s  identification to satisfy the "officers curiosity or an unsubstantiated 
suspicion of criminal activity." !d. 
Here, the State concedes that the defendant was unjustifiably seized at the point Officer 
Curtis chose to retain his license and hold it while running the defendant' s  information for active 
warrants. 
Generally speaking evidence obtained as a result of an unlawful detention is subject to 
suppression as "fruits of the poisonous tree." 1 40 Idaho at 846. However, "the court must 
inquire whether the evidence has been recovered as a result of the exploitation of that illegality 
or instead by means sufficiently distinguishable to be purged of the primary taint." !d. Deciding 
whether the taint is purged requires the consideration of three factors : "(1 )  the elapsed time 
between the misconduct and the acquisition of the evidence, (2) the occurrence of intervening 
circumstances, and (3) the flagrancy and purpose of the improper law enforcement action." !d. 
The Court in Page considered a similar factual scenario. At 2 :00 a.m. an officer saw the 
defendant walking down the middle of a residential street. The officer stopped his car walked 
up to the defendant and asked can I speak with you and the defendant answered "sure." After a 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
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brief discussion of the defendant's  well-being the officer asked for identification and was handed 
the defendant's license. The Officer then chose to without justification retain the defendant's 
license and run his information through dispatch. At that point the officer had no cause or 
suspicion that would justify the seizure/detention and subsequent warrant check. Here too the 
State concedes that Officer Curtis lacked justification for the same choice. 
After the officer in Page ran the defendant' s  information he learned of a warrant leading 
to an arrest and discovery of drugs resulting in criminal charges. The Court ultimately found that 
the factors weighed in favor of finding sufficient attenuation. 1 40 Idaho at 846. The Court 
found that to be true because ( 1 )  there was a minimal time lapse between the unjustified seizure 
and arrest/search, (2) discovering/confirming a warrant was an intervening event, and (3) and the 
officer's conduct was not flagrant. !d. 
Here, Officer Curtis was kind and courteous as he began speaking with the defendant. As 
he spoke with the defendant his tone was respectful and he was simply asking the defendant 
questions. The duration of this discussion was a mere twenty three seconds. After obtaining and 
retaining the defendant's license the defendant asked if he could check his phone and began 
walking away. This occurred forty four seconds into the discussion. Officer Curtis said he 
could, and did not tell the defendant to stay, did not otherwise show any authority, and did not 
block the defendant' s  movements. Officer Curtis simply began fol lowing behind the defendant 
and a mere twenty three seconds later told the defendant to come here because he had discovered 
unconfirmed warrants. These warrants were then confirmed eighty five second later. Time 
from initial question to word of unconfirmed warrant and resulting show of authority was eighty 
seconds. 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
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The first factor is time. A comparison of the cases shows a minimal time lapse between 
the unjustified detention and warrant discovery. In Page it is described as minimal and here 
from unjustified detention to initial warrant discovery is a total of sixty seconds, appears that 
would qualifY as minimal. The second factor is an intervening circumstance. Page holds the 
discovery of a warrant to be such a circumstance and that is exactly what happened in this case. 
The third factor is whether the officer acted flagrantly. In Page the Court found that not to be 
true because the officer appeared to ask questions and did so without a significant show of 
authority. Officer Curtis acted similarly in that he too asked questions, did not otherwise show 
authority prior to being informed of a warrant, and actually allowed the defendant to walk away. 
Therefore as in Page the discovery of the warrant was an intervening circumstance that purges 
the taint from later discovered evidence. 
Conclusion 
The details of the initial conversation between the defendant and Officer Curtis show it to 
be a consensual encounter. During that encounter Officer Curtis unjustifiable seized the 
defendant by retaining his license. However, the quickly discovered warrant purged the taint of 
that seizure creating the grounds to grant the State's  request to deny the defendant's  motion to 
suppress. 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
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DATED this 1 st day of May, 20 1 4. 
• 
R. BEVER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on or about this 1 st day of May, 20 1 4, I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing instrument to be served upon the attorney for the defendant by the 
method indicated below and addressed to the following: 
Canyon County Public Defender 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT' S  
MOTION TO SUPPRESS 8 
() U.S. Mail, Postage Prepaid 
() Hand Delivered 
(X) Placed in Court Basket 
() Overnight Mail 
() Facsimile 
() E-Mail 
M TTHEW R. BEVER 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: MAY 6, 201 4 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COURT MINUTE 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CASE NO: CR201 4-04574-C 
CR201 4-04539-N 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, DCRT5 (153-233) 
Defendant. REPORTED BY: Roxanne Patchell 
Tucker & Associates 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion hearing in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by counsel Mr. Dallin Creswell,  Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys 
for Canyon County and the defendant appeared in court with counsel Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court called the case and noted this matter was set for hearing on a motion to 
suppress. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson advised the parties it did not file his usual 
brief. Further, he had not filed an affidavit of the defendant earlier, which he presented to the 
Court. 
The Court had the defendant sign the affidavit before the Court. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson indicated a copy of the affidavit had been 
presented to the State. 
The Court reviewed the affidavit. 
Mr. Sisson advised the Court the date in #3 needed to be changed to 201 3. 
COURT MINUTE 
MAY 6, 201 4  
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I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson believed he had shifted the burden to the 
State. 
Mr. Creswell indicated he was ready to proceed and believed the defense would be 
stipulating to the admission of the CD which was attached to the State's objection filed with the 
Court. He requested it be marked as State's exhibit #1 for purposes of this hearing. He 
indicated the CD was of the officer's encounter with the defendant. 
Mr. Sisson stipulated to the CD. 
The State's first witness, Marvin Curtis, was called, sworn by the clerk, d irect examined, 
cross-examined, and examined by the Court. 
The witness was excused. 
Mr. Creswel l  requested the Court review the CD and indicated he had no further 
testimony to present. 
The Court indicated it had reviewed the response to the defense's motion. 
Mr. Creswell submitted. 
Mr. Sisson presented argument in support of the motion. 
Mr. Creswell objected and presented argument. 
The Court took this matter under advisement and indicated it would either issue a written 
ruling or it would advise counsel orally at the pre-trial hearing. 
The defendant was continued released to pre-trial release on the bond previously 
posted. 
COURT MINUTE 
MAY 6, 201 4 
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-
~Clerk 
' .. 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LARY G. SISSON 
5 1 0  Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-461 0  
Facsimile: (208) 639-46 1 1  
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
MAY rl 6 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
D TORGERSEN, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Case No. CR-2014-4574-C 
CR-2014-4539-N 
AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
ss. 
County of Canyon ) 
I, MATTHEW COHAGAN, hereby swear, declare, verify, affirm and say: 
1 .  I am making this affidavit based upon my personal knowledge, memory and/or belief. 
2. I am the defendant in this matter. 
IJ,..-�c.c•'t 
3 .  On or about �6, 2014, I was shopping in the Albertson's  grocery store 
located in the area of l 21h Avenue and 7th Street in Nampa, Idaho. 
4 .  At that time I was approached by a Nampa police officer who requested that I 
AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
1 
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provided him with my identification. He was wearing a police uniform, which 
included a badge, a gun, a taser, handcuffs, and other items that are consistent with 
what law enforcement officers carry on their persons on a regular basiss. 
5. Even though the officer "requested" that I provide him with identification, I did not 
feel like I could refuse to comply. At that point I felt seized even though I was in a 
public place. I believed that if I refused he would have further restrained me by 
putting handcuffs on me. 
6. The officer looked at my identification, returned it to me, and then left. 
7 .  A few minutes later, while still shopping in Albertson's, another officer approached 
me. He asked me my name. I gave him my name and explained the encounter with 
the officer a few minutes prior. 
8. The second officer asked me for my identification. Because I had explained what had 
happened yet the officer still requested to see my identification, I felt that I was 
seized again and simply could not ignore him or leave the store. Consequently, I 
handed him my identification. 
9. At no time during my contact with either officer did I feel that my interactions with 
them were consensual. In other words, I did not believe that I could simply ignore 
them or leave. 
1 0. At no time prior to my arrest in these matters did either officer show me that they had 
an arrest warrant for me or a search warrant allowing them to seize and search me or 
anything on my person. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
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. .  
1 1 . As a result of the illegal seizure by the police, I was eventually arrested and then a 
number of items that I believe will be used against me in these cases were seized 
by the police and a number of my statements will be used against me in these 
cases. 
FURTHER YOUR AFFIANT SA YETH NAUGHT. 
DATE 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this __ day of May, 201 4. 
Notary Public for Idaho 
Residing at: 
My Commission Expires: 
AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
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. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 6th day of May, 2014, I served a true and correct copy of the within and 
foregoing document upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
./ By delivering copies of the same to the courthouse box of the attorney(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecutor' s  Office 
1 1 15 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
LARY G. SISSON 
Assistant Public Defender 
4 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
CONTINUED HEARING 
STATE OF IDAHO 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT 
D True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
1Zl Defendant 
1Z1 Prosecutor - Matt Bever 
PROCEEDINGS: This matter shall be 
) Case No. CR2014-Q4574-C 
) CR2014-04539-N 
Plaintiff ) 
) 
) 
Date: 201 4  I 1 :30 
Defendant. ) Judge: Thomas J. 
) 
) Reported By: Kim Saunders 
) 
) Recording: DCRT3 
) 
) Hearing: 
) 
IZ!Defendant's Attorney - Sisson 
D Interpreter -
D Other -
1Z1 continued to the 20th of 2014  at before Judge 
D per stipulation of counsel 1Z1 at the request of D State 1:81 DefendanVCounsel 
D to allow 
BAIL: The Defendant was continued 
released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
remanded to custody of the sheriff. 
D Bail set $. __ 
released to pre-trial release officer. 
released on bond previously posted. 
__ 
CONTINUED HEARING 
,Deputy Clerk 
08/2009 
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May 12, 
COHAGAN. 
p.m. 
Ryan 
(150-151) 
pre-trial 
Lary 
day May, 3:15 p.m. 
B 
OTHER: 
• 
MAY 1 3 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
S HILL, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR 201 4A574 / 
CR 201 4-4539 
MEMORANDUM DECISION 
UPON MOTION TO SUPPRESS 
The above-captioned case came on for hearing on May 6, 201 4  upon defendant's Motion to 
Suppress. The State was represented by Dallin Creswell, Deputy Prosecuting Attorneys. The 
defendant was represented by his attorney, Mr. Lary Sisson. The State called Officer Marvin Curtis 
to testify. The Court has considered the briefmg, the testimony and exhibits admitted at the hearing, 
and oral arguments presented by counsel, and hereby finds as follows. 
PROCEDURAL HISTORY 
On March 1 4, 20 14, the State filed a criminal Information against the defendant charging 
him with Possession of a Controlled Substance and a Persistent Violator Enhancement. On April 
1 8, 201 4, the defendant filed a Motion to Suppress. On May 2, 20 1 4, the State filed a Response to 
Defendant's Motion to Suppress Evidence. At the hearing on May 6, 201 4, the Defendant filed an 
Affidavit in Support of Defendant's  Motion to Suppress. The defendant, Matthew Elliot Cohagan, 
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seeks to suppress all evidence seized after the officer's unlawful detention and unlawful search. 
FINDINGS OF FACT 
On February 26, 20 1 4, shortly after noon, Officer Marvin Curtis of the Nampa Police 
Department came into contact with the defendant, Matthew Elliot Cohagan. He and Officer Otto 
were driving southbound on 1 2th Avenue South and Officer Curtis testified that he saw the 
defendant standing on the southwest comer of 1 2th Avenue South and 7th Street South in Nampa, 
Idaho. Officer Curtis thought that the defendant resembled another individual who had an 
outstanding arrest warrant. To further check this out, Curtis and Otto turned around to get a 
better look at the defendant. However, by the time they drove through the intersection, the 
defendant had entered the Albertson's grocery store on 1 2th Avenue and 71h Street in Nampa, 
Idaho. 
The officers entered the Albertson's store and Otto made first contact with the defendant 
inside. According to Curtis, Otto asked for his identification and the defendant complied. His 
identification showed that he was Matthew Elliot Cohagan and not the individual that Curtis 
believed he resembled. After this consensual contact, both officers left Albertson's. 
Before they left the parking lot, Curtis testified that dispatch or another officer wanted 
them to go back into Albertson's to obtain surveillance video for an unrelated incident. He 
stated that while Otto went to obtain the video, he went to find the defendant because he wanted 
to confirm Otto' s  identification of the defendant. Curtis felt that the defendant may have given 
Otto a fake identification so he wanted to confirm for himself that the defendant was not the 
individual that he initially believed him to be. Curtis found the defendant shopping in one of the 
aisles. At the outset of this encounter, Curtis activated his lapel video camera and recorded his 
contact with the defendant. 
The video was admitted into evidence as Exhibit No. 1 .  According to the video, Curtis 
approached the defendant and asked for the defendant's name and his identification. The 
defendant handed his identification to Curtis. Curtis told the defendant that he resembled 
another man that the officers were looking for. Curtis then asked the defendant if he had any 
outstanding warrants. The defendant stated that he did not and told Curtis that Officer Otto had 
already spoken with him. Curtis replied, "Let me check if you have don't any warrants." Curtis 
also told the defendant to keep his hands out of his pockets. Then Curtis asked defendant a 
second time if he had any outstanding warrants. During the entirety of this contact and 
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questioning of the defendant, Curtis held onto the defendant's identification. 
While Officer Curtis waited for dispatch to respond to the warrant check, the defendant 
asked if he could continue shopping. Curtis told the defendant that he could but seconds later, he 
quickly caught up to the defendant and told him to walk with him to the front of the store and to 
relax. At this time in the video, dispatch still had not confirmed whether or not the defendant 
had any warrants. 
While walking to the front of the store, the defendant placed his hands in his pockets. 
Officer Curtis reached out and grabbed the defendant' s  arm and told him to keep his hands out of 
his pockets. The defendant stated, "Listen, I 'm gonna ask you please don't do this in the store." 
Curtis replied by again telling the defendant to keep his hands out of his pockets. At this point, it 
is evident from the video that dispatch still had not confirmed any warrants. 
On the video, Curtis, Otto and the defendant stood inside Albertson's at the front of the 
store and waited until the warrants were confirmed. As the three men walked out of the store, 
the defendant started walking faster and Otto told the defendant, "You don't want to do this in 
the store." On the video, it appears that dispatch confirmed the existence of an outstanding arrest 
warrant. While still inside the store, Curtis told the defendant to put his hands behind his back 
and told the defendant that he was under arrest. As they exited the store, the video reveals 
yelling and an obvious struggle before the video shuts off. 
Curtis testified that there was indeed a struggle as the three men left the store and his 
lapel camera was knocked off. Curtis stated that the struggle started when the defendant 
attempted to get away from them so Curtis tripped the defendant and all three men went down to 
the ground just outside the front doors of the grocery store. 
Officers were able to handcuff the defendant. During the search incident to arrest, 
officers discovered a yellow box containing a glass-smoking device with white crystal residue 
that tested positive for methamphetamine. According to the Probable Cause Affidavit, inside the 
box was a bag that contained 2.3 grams of methamphetamine. 
ISSUES 
The defendant argues that he was unlawfully detained in the grocery store once Officer 
Curtis confirmed that the defendant was Matthew Elliot Cohagan and was not the suspect that 
Curtis initially believed him to be. The defendant further argues that the discovery of warrants 
and subsequent search does not dissipate the initial unlawful detention and therefore, anything 
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discovered during the subsequent search incident to arrest must be suppressed. 
The State agrees that the initial consensual contact with Officer Curtis did transform into 
an unlawful detention and seizure because Curtis continued to hold on to the defendant's 
identification and walked him to the front of the store before confirming the warrant. However, 
the State argues that confirmation of the outstanding warrants was an intervening event that 
corrected the earlier unlawful detention. Therefore, the evidence was lawfully discovered during 
a search incident to a lawful arrest. 
ANALYSIS 
1. Whether the discovery of an outstanding arrest warrant constitutes an intervening 
event that dissipates any possible taint of unlawful law enforcement activity. 
It is undisputed that the officers' conduct in this case created an unlawful detention. This 
Court also believes that their conduct created an unnecessary risk to the defendant, to law 
enforcement officers, and to the community. The officers' decision to enter the store and detain the 
defendant created an unnecessarily tense situation that could have elevated to a much bigger 
conflict. There does not appear to be any reason that the officers could not have run a warrant check 
and confirmed the existence of the arrest warrant outside of the grocery store and before they made 
contact with the defendant. Additionally, there appeared to be no reason why the officers could not 
have waited until the defendant walked outside of the grocery store before approaching him and 
made sure they were away from the store's patrons. Their enthusiasm to confirm an arrest warrant 
in a grocery store created an unlawful detention and an unnecessary risk of harm that could have 
been avoided. 
That said, at the point that the defendant was improperly detained, the question becomes 
"whether there is any justification for the officer's  subsequent search." State v. Page, 1 40 Idaho 
84 1 ,  845 (2004). The Idaho Supreme Court addressed a similar issue in State v. Page and 
provided the following analysis: 
Generally, evidence obtained as the result of an unlawful search 
may not be used against the victim of the search. Wong Sun v. 
United States, 371  U.S. 471 ,  485, 83 S.Ct. 407, 4 1 6, 9 L.Ed.2d 
441 ,  453 ( 1 963). To determine whether to suppress evidence as 
"fruit of the poisonous tree," the court must inquire whether the 
evidence has been recovered as a result of the exploitation of that 
illegality or instead by means sufficiently distinguishable to be 
purged of the primary taint. Green, 1 1 1  F.3d at 520. The 
attenuation doctrine-whether the causal chain has been 
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sufficiently attenuated to dissipate the taint of the unlawful 
conduct-has been used to support the admission of evidence, 
including for example, voluntary confessions obtained after 
unlawful arrests. Id. at 522 (citing Brown v. Illinois, 422 U.S. 590, 
95 S.Ct. 2254, 45 L.Ed.2d 4 1 6  ( 1 975)). There are three factors for 
a court to consider when determining whether unlawful conduct 
has been adequately attenuated. Id. at 52 1 (citing Brown, 422 U.S. 
at 603-04, 95 S.Ct. at 226 1-62, 45 L.Ed.2d at 426-427). The 
factors are: ( 1 )  the elapsed time between the misconduct and the 
acquisition of the evidence, (2) the occurrence of intervening 
circumstances, and (3) the flagrancy and purpose of the improper 
law enforcement action. ld. 
In State v. Page, a police officer noticed an individual walking down the middle of the 
road carrying some bags. The officer approached the individual and asked if he could talk to him 
for a moment. Then, the officer asked for his identification. The officer took the license back to 
his car and told the individual that he was going to run a check on his name. Dispatch told the 
officer that the individual had an outstanding arrest warrant and the officer placed him under 
arrest. During a search incident to the arrest, drugs and paraphernalia were found in the 
individual's coat pocket. Page, 140 Idaho at 842-843. The Court held that there was no 
compelling need to seize the identification and conduct a warrants check. /d. at 845. However, 
the "discovery of an outstanding warrant for Page's  arrest constituted an intervening event, 
dissipating any possible taint of unlawful law enforcement conduct" and reversed the district 
court's order granting the motion to suppress. !d. at 842. 
Here, it is undisputed that Officer Curtis' contact with the defendant in the grocery store 
transformed from a consensual contact to an unlawful detention. The Idaho Supreme Court has 
previously held that a "limited detention does occur when an officer retains a driver's license or 
other paperwork of value." !d. at 844; citing State v. Godwin, 1 2 1  Idaho 491 ,  493 ( 1 992); See 
also State v. Martinez, 1 3 6  Idaho 436, 439, (Ct. App. 2001 ) . However, this Court must apply the 
factors set forth in Page to determine whether the unlawful conduct was adequately attenuated. 
Here, there was a minimal lapse of time between the seizure of the license and the discovery a 
valid arrest warrant. As to the flagrancy and purpose of the improper law enforcement action, 
Officer Curtis testified extensively that the individual resembled another suspect who he knew 
had an outstanding arrest warrant. While this Court finds the officers' conduct in the grocery 
store unnecessary and that an unlawful detention occurred, the discovery of an outstanding 
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warrant was clearly an intervening factor between the unlawful seizure and discovery of the 
evidence which forms the basis of the new charges against the defendant. It is this intervening 
factor which permitted the officers to arrest the defendant and conduct the search incident to 
arrest. Page, 1 40 Idaho at 847. 
CONCLUSION 
After consideration of the Page factors, this Court believes that the attenuation doctrine 
applies in this case. Once Curtis received confirmation of an outstanding warrant, an intervening 
event occurred and the officers did not have to release the defendant and were justified in 
arresting him. After the lawful arrest, the officers were justified in conducting a search incident 
to arrest and it was lawful for officers to seize the alleged contraband which forms the basis of 
the charges in this case. 
Therefore, 
ORDER 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED and this does order that Defendant' s  Motion to Suppress is 
DENIED. 
Dated this (2"'1,. day ofMay, 2014.  
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that I caused the foregoing Memorandum Decision Upon Motion to 
Suppress be served upon the following via U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, facsimile transmission or by 
hand delivery: 
Bryan Taylor 
Matthew Bever 
Dallin Cresswell 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
1 1 1 5 Albany St. 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Mark Mimura 
Lary G. Sisson 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
5 1 0  Arthur Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
CONTINUED HEARING 
STATE OF IDAHO ) Case No. CR201 4·04574-C 
) 
Plaintiff ) 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT 
) Date: 201 4 / 3: 14  
) 
Defendant. ) Judge: Thomas J. 
0 True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
181 Defendant 
181 Prosecutor - Gearld Wolff 
PROCEEDINGS: This matter shall be 
) 
) Reported By: Kim Saunders 
) 
) Recording: DCRT3 
) 
) Hearing: Pre-Trial 
) 
181Defendant's Attorney -
D Interpreter -
OOther -
181 continued to the 2"d of 201 4 at 1 :30 before Judge 
D per stipulation of counsel 181 at the request of D State 181 Defendant/Counsel 
181 to allow to review the on the motion to with Mr. Sisson 
BAIL: The Defendant was continued 
§ released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
remanded to custody of the sheriff. 
Bail set $. 
released to pre-trial release officer. 
released on bond previously posted. 
OTHER: Court advised the defense of the affidavit for re-tri I release non-com liance filed on Ma 
2014. Court further advised the defendant that if he failed to for more a warrant 
would be issued for his arrest. 
Mr. Wolff advised the Court Mr. Bever was in with a conditional in this case. 
CONTINUED HEARING 08/2009 
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. CR2014-04539-N 
COHAGAN. 
May 20, p.m. 
Ryan 
(335-341) 
Greg Ferney 
day June, p.m. 
defendant ruling suppress 
___ -'T~h;;::e~ ______________ _,p=--__,a=--_____ ...,p..__ ____ _,_y 
20, The appear any tests, 
not agreement plea 
-~£1:::.· ~,__::%::x:=====---_,,Deputy Clerk 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
• 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FAILURE TO APPEAR 
) Case No. CR2014.04574-C 
) CR2014-04539-N 
Plaintiff ) 
) 
) MATTHEW ELLIOT 
Date: June 201 4 I 1 :30 
D True Name 
Corrected Name: 
Defendant. ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Judge: Thomas J. 
Reported By: Kim Saunders 
Recording: DCRT4 
HEARING SCHEDULED FOR: 
181 Pretrial 
D Other 
APPEARANCES: 
D Jury Trial D Court Trial D Sentencing D Review 
181 State represented by Matt Bever 
181 Defendant represented by Sisson 
D Other 
FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered 
181 bench warrant issued - bail $ 
181 prior bond forfeited with proper notice sent to the surety. 
D cash bond forfeited as disposition of the case. 
� The Court Ordered the Jury Trial hereby vacated. 
O OTHER: 
Deputy Clerk 
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• 
2, p.m~ 
COHAGAN, 
Ryan 
(154~156) 
Lary 
50.000.00 
. 
.,. -�- l. . . . .  
• • 
RECEIVED 
JUN _ O  5 2014 
JUN 1 1 201� 
CANYON COUNTY CLER!' 
M FRANCO, DEPUTY 
I N  THE D I STRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL D ISTRICT OF TH E 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN  AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF I DAHO, ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs. ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
CASE �7'-fc_ 
A./ 
FELONY BENCH WARRANT 
OF ARREST 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, POLICEMAN, OR PEACE 
OFFICER IN THE STATE OF IDAHO: 
The Court having this date entered it's order for the issuance of a Bench Warrant 
for the arrest of the above named defendant for fai lure to appear in court as heretofore 
ordered this Court, a�d the defe�dant h
.
· 
aving been charged with P� �A.. C-�Ltt�&.,P · 
in violation of Idaho 
. �7-�73LfA(t) 
Code Section(s) 37. -d.-( � , a felony. 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED forthwith to arrest the above named 
defendant and bring said defendant before the undersigned District Court Judge, or if 
said Judge is unavailable, then before the nearest available Magistrate . This Warrant 
may be served at any time during the hours of day of night. 
After considering the facts pertaining to the defendant and the crime, the bail is 
BENCH WARRANT (FELONY) 1 
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:m A.~ E D 
--.-P.M 
~ , 
?);1~[1_) j l:z -J,2':il Ja· L%:-7D'5/ 
DOCKETED~~~\," 
~,,~'4 
• 
.!!L 
set in the amo unt of $ 
• 
Dated this 'ZJ day of 20 
Race: 
t(t)'l 
ss
Agency: N PJ) 
RETURN 
STATE OF I DAHO) ss. 
County of Canyon) 
Hair: �'t� 
Weight: !) Lf:o  
Eyes: f-yt.�.._,.._) 
DOB: 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I received this Warrant 
And served the said Warrant by arresting the within n amed 
defendant on 
(Name) 
(T it le) 
BENCH WARRANT (FELO NY) 2 
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If 
Height:_{p~----
Other: _________ _ 
Prosecutor:_.t&M':£:d.-~------
on ________ _ 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
• 
� ARRAIGNMENT � IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
0 True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
Defendant 
0 Defendant's Attorney 0 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR14-4574C, CR14-4539N 
Date: June 1 1 , 2014 
Judge: B. Lee 
Recording: Mag 7 (132-134) 
� Prosecutor - Josh Van Swearingen 
0 Interpreter 
0 FAILURE TO APPEAR: Defendant failed to appear. It is Ordered: 
bench warrant issued D bail on warrant $ 
D bail forfeited D referred to PA 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
D requested court appointed counsel. 
D lndigency hearing held. 
D Court appointed public defender. 
D Arraignment continued to 
D to consult I retain counsel, D other 
D waived right to counsel. 
D Court denied court-appointed counsel. 
before Judge 
HEARING: Statutory time waived: DYes 0No D Preliminary Hearing Waived 
before Judge D Preliminary Hearing set � District Court Arraignment: June 20, 2014 at 9:00 a.m. before Judge Kerrick 
0 ENTRY OF GUlL TV PLEA: Defendant 
was advised of effect of guilty plea and possible consequences. 
D entered plea freely and voluntarily with knowledge of consequences. 
D Plea of guilty accepted by the court. 
D Defendant ordered to obtain D alcohol/drug D domestic battery D anger D misdemeanor PSI 
evaluation prior to sentencing date. 
D Sentencing continued to before Judge: D 
D State to notify victim. 
0 ENTRY OF NOT GUlL TV PLEA: Case to be set for 
BAIL: State recommends 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued 
0Address Verified 
D Corrected Address: 
OTHER: 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 
D court trial. D pre-trial and jury trial. 
D Released on bond previously posted. � Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. � Bail as set $50,000.00-total. 
D Consolidated with __ 
0 Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
Deputy Clerk 
07/2009 
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181 
D 
D 
0PRELIMINARY 
D 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
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• • 
IN  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: GREGORY M CULET DATE: JUNE 20 201 4 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COURT MINUTE 
CASE NO: CR-201 4-000457 4-C 
CR-201 4-0004539-N 
TIME: 9:00 A.M 
REPORTED BY: Patricia Terry 
DCRT 5 ( 101 1 - 10 13) 
This having been the time heretofore ser for arraignment on a bench warrant in the 
above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Dallin Creswell, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant was present with counsel, Mr. David 
Christensen. 
The Court advised the defendant that a bench warrant was issued for his arrest on 2nd 
day of June, 201 4  for failure to appear at Pretrial, and bond was set in the sum of $50,000.00. 
The Court reset this matter for Pretrial on 1 8th day of August 2014 at 1 :30 p.m. before 
Judge Thomas J. Ryan and a four day Jury Trial to commence on the 16th day of 
September 201 4 at 8:30 a.m before Judge James C. Morfitt. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff pending the 
posting of the previously set bond or further proceedings. 
COURT MINUTES 
JUNE 20 201 4 Page 1 
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GABRIEL MCCARTHY, ISB #7516 
401 West Front Street, Suite 302 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: 208-343-8888 
Facsimile: 208-345-9982 
Email: mccarthylaw@cableone.net 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
Attorney for Two Jinn, Inc., dba Aladdin Bail Bonds 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant, 
ALADDIN BAIL BONDS as agent for 
AMERICAN CONTRACTORS 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, 
Surety/Real Party in Interest. 
Case No. :  CR-20 14-0004574-C 
Bond No. :  AC1 0-7509595 
Bond Amount: $1 0,000.00 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE 
FORFEITURE AND EXONERATE 
BOND AND CONDITIONAL 
REQUEST FOR HEARING 
Two Jinn, Inc. ,  by and through its counsel of record, Gabriel McCarthy, hereby moves 
this Court, pursuant to I .C.  § 1 9-2922(5) to set aside the June 2, 2 0 1 4  forfeiture and exonerate this 
bond in the above-referenced case. This Motion is based upon the fact that the Defendant 
appeared in Court on June 1 1  and 20, 2 0 1 4  to be arraigned, which dates are prior to the 1 801h day 
after the forfeiture of the above-mentioned bond. See Court ROA. 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE FORFEITURE AND EXONERATE BOND AND 
FOR HEARING A L 
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/ I uliL O 1 201~ 
CONDITIONA~1&,N 
The Court shall exonerate the bond when a defendant appears before the court within 1 80 
days of the forfeiture. I.C. § 1 9-2922(5). On June 1 1  and 20, 201 4, the Defendant appeared 
before the Court and was arraigned. The 1 80th day after the court forfeited this bond will be 
November 29, 20 14  and the Court should therefore exonerate the bond based on the Defendant' s  
June 1 1  and 20, 201 4  appearances. 
Although the Court can condition the exoneration of the bond pursuant to I.C. § 1 9-
2922(5) on the bail agent 's payment of transportation costs, it appears that neither the 
prosecuting attorney nor state or local law enforcement are requesting reimbursement for any 
transportation costs in this case. Idaho Criminal Rule 46(k)( l )  provides that transportation "costs 
shall be determined by the court following filing within fourteen (1 4) days of the defendants 
return, by either the prosecuting attorney or a representative of the state or local law enforcement 
entity, of documentation of the costs actually incurred." The fourteenth day after the Defendant 
appeared in Court was June 25, 20 1 4  and no request for costs pursuant to I.C.R. 46(k)( l )  has 
been filed. See Court ROA. Aladdin thus assumes no transportation costs are being requested. 
Accordingly, the Court should set aside the June 2, 20 1 4  forfeiture and exonerate this 
bond. Should the Court, for any reason, determine that this Motion should be denied, it is 
respectfully requested that the Court set this matter for a hearing at a mutually convenient date 
and time. 
Respectfully submitted this 3o day of June, 20 1 4. 
Attor ey for Two Jmn, Inc. 
MOTION TO SET ASIDE FORFEITURE AND EXONERATE BOND AND CONDITIONAL REQUEST 
FOR HEARING PAGE 2 OF 3 
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G~MCCAR1HY 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on o�4, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing by the method to : 
Canyon County Prosecutor 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
5 1 0  Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
[_] U.S.  Mail, postage prepaid 
[_] Hand Delivery []SJ Court House Basket [_] Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested [_] Overnight Mail 
L · J Facsimile: 208-454-7 4 7 4 
[_] U.S.  Mail, postage prepaid [_] Hand Delivery [.t.J Court House Basket 
[_] Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested [_] Overnight Mail y �]  Facsimile : 208-639-46 1 1  
MOTION TO SET ASIDE FORFEITURE AND EXONERATE BOND AND CONDITIONAL REQUEST 
FOR HEARING PAGE 3 OF 3 
(05/1 1 )  
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Case N u m ber Result Page 
Ca nyo n 
1 Cases Fo u n d .  
State o f  I d a h o  vs . Matthew El l iot Cohagan 
Next hearing sched uled:  08/ 1 8 / 20 1 4  1 : 3 0 PM 
C R-20 14-Case : 00045 74-C 0. t . t J d 
. Thomas J Amount$O OO IS nc u ge . Ryan d u e :  • Pen d i n g  
Charges : Violation Date Charge Citation Deg ree Disposition 
Felony 02/26/2014 I37-2732(c) ( 1 ) { F} 
Contro l led S u bstance-
Possession of 
Officer: Nampa Police, N P D  
02/ 26/ 2 0 14 ! PART 11 ( 19-25 14 ) 11-
Persistent Violator 
Officer: N a m pa Po lice, NPD 
Felony 
Pend.ing Date/Time Judge h ea n n g s :  Hearing Type 
Reg ister 
08/ 1 8/20 1 4  
1 : 30 PM Thomas J Rya n 
09/ 1 6/20 14 . 
8 : 30 AM James C. Morf1tt 
Pre Trial 
J u ry Tria l  
of Date 
actions : 
02/27/2014 New Case Fi led-Felony 
02/27/20 1 4  Affidavit Of Probable Cause 
02/27/20 1 4  Crimina l  Compla int 
02/27/20 1 4  Hearing Schedu led (Arra ign ment ( In  Custody) 02/27/2014 0 1 : 3 2 PM) 
02127120 1 4  Hea ri ng r�su lt for Arra ign ment ( In  Custody) sched u led on 02/27/2014 0 1 : 32 PM : Hean n g  Held 
02127120 1 4  Hearing �esult for Ar.ra ign ment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 02/27/20 14 0 1 : 32 PM : Arra ign ment I F 1rst A ppea ra nce 
02127120 14 Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment (In Custody) schedu led on 02/27/20 1 4  0 1 : 32 PM : Constitutional  Rights Warn ing  
02127120 1 4  Hea ri ng res u lt for Arra ign ment ( I n  Custody) sched u led on 02/27/20 1 4  0 1 : 32 PM : Order Appointing Publ ic  Defender 
02127120 14 Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment (In Custody) schedu led on 02/27/20 1 4  0 1 : 32 PM : Commitment On Bond $ 50,000.00 Total w/ CR- 14-4539-N + PTR 
02127120 1 4  Hea ri ng res u lt for Arra ign ment ( I n  Custody) sched u led on 02/27/20 14 0 1 : 32 PM : Consol idation Of Fi les w/ CR-4539-N 
02127120 1 4  Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 02/27/20 14 0 1 : 32 PM : Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Tria l  Release 
02127120 14 Hearing resu lt for Arra ign ment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 02/27/20 1 4  0 1 : 32 PM : Notice Pretria l  Release Services 
02/27/20 1 4  Change Assig ned Judge 
02/27/20 1 4  Heari ng Schedu led ( Prel i m inary Hearing 03/1 2/2014 08 : 30 AM) 
03/04/20 1 4  Request For D iscovery 
03/04/20 1 4  PA's Response To Req u est For D iscovery 
03/04/2014 Demand For Notice Of Defense Of Al ib i  
031 1 2120 14 Hear!ng resu lt for Prel im inary Hea ri ng schedu led on  03/ 1 2/2014 08 : 3 0 AM : Heanng Held 
03/ 1 2/2014 
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Hearing resu lt for Prel im inary Hearing scheduled on 03/ 1 2/2014 08 : 3 0 AM : 
Prel im inary Hearing Waived (bound Over) 
03/ 1 2/20 1 4  Change Assigned J udge 
031 1 212 0 1 4  Hearing resu lt for Prel i m inary Hearing schedu led on 03/ 1 2/2014 08 : 3 0 AM : Order B ind ing Defendant Over to District Court 
03/ 1 2/2014 Hea ri ng Schedu led (Arrn . - District Court 03/2 1/2014 09 : 00 AM) 
031 1 2120 14 Moti?n for Bond Red uction or release on own recogn izance and notice of heanng 
03/ 1 3/20 1 4  PA's 1st Su pplemental Response to  Request for Discovery 
03/ 1 3/20 14 Information 
03/ 1 3/2014 Information Part II 
03/ 1 7/20 14 PA's 2nd Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
Hea ri ng resu lt for Arrn . - District Court schedu led on 03/ 2 1/2 0 1 4  09 : 04 A M :  
03/2 1/2014 District Cou rt Hearing Held Court Reporter :  Kathy Klemetson N u m ber of 
Tra nscri pt Pages for this hearing estimated : Less than 100 
0312 112014 Hear�ng resu lt for Arrn . - District Court schedu led on 03/2 1/20 14 09 : 04 AM : Hearmg Held 
031 2 112 0 1 4  Hea�i ng resu lt f�r Arrn . - District Court schedu led on 03/2 1/2014 09 : 04 AM : Arra ignment I F 1rst Appearance 
Hea ri ng resu lt for Arrn . - District Cou rt schedu led on 03/2 1/20 14 09 : 04 A M :  
03/ 2 1/20 14 Appear & Plead Not Gu i lty- Stood Si lent- N G  plea entered o n  behalf of th e 
defendant- STNW 
0312 112014 Hear ing res u lt for Arrn . - District Court schedu led on 03/2 1/2 0 14 09 : 04 AM : Motion Held- Motion for Bond Reduction 
0312 112014 Hearing resu lt for Arrn . - District Court sched u led on 03/2 1/2014 09 : 04 AM : Motion Gra nted- Motion for Bond Redu ction 
Hearing res u lt for Arrn . - District Cou rt schedu led on 03/ 2 1/2 0 14 09 : 04 AM : 
03/2 1/20 1 4  Commitment On Bond- Redu ced to $ 10,000. 00 total with CR-20 14-453 9 * N  
w/PTR 
031 2 112014 Hearing resu lt for Arrn . - District Court schedu led on 03/21/2014 09 : 04 AM : Upon Posting Bond - Report to Pre-Tria l  Release 
0312 112014 Hea.
ring resu lt 
.
for Arrn . - District Court sched u led on 03/2 1/20 14 09 : 04 AM : 
Not1ce Of Heanng 
03/2 1/20 1 4  Hearing Schedu led (Pre Tria l  05/ 1 2/2014 0 1 : 30 PM) 
03/ 2 1/2 0 1 4  Hear ing Sched u led (Ju ry Tria l  06/ 1 7/20 14 08 : 30 AM) STNW 
03/2 1/20 14 Notice Pretrial Release Services 
03/2 1/2014 Problem Solving Cou rt Referra l - Drug Court 
03/24/20 14 Req uest For Discovery 
03/27/2014 Response For Req uest For Discovery 
03/3 1/2014 Pa 's Third Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
04/02/20 14 PA Fourth Su pplemental Response to Request for Discovery 
04/02/20 14 Bond Posted - S u rety (Amount 10000.00 ) 
04/02/20 14 Notice of Bond Posted 
04/03/20 14 Waiver Of Extrad ition 
04/ 1 0/20 14 Affidavit of PreTrial N onCom pl ia nce (w/ Wa rrant) 
04/ 1 0/2 0 1 4  Drug Court E l ig ib i l ity Screening & Appl ication Decision - DENIED 
04/ 1 0/2014 Notice of  Ine l ig ib i l ity for Admission i nto Drug Court 
041 14120 1 4  Wa rra nt Issued - Bench Bond amount:  10000 .00 Pre-Tria l  Release Warrant/ W/CR-2014-4539-N Defendant:  Cohagan,  Matthew E l l iot 
04/14/20 14 Case Status Changed : I nactive 
04/ 1 6/20 14 Hea ri ng Schedu led (Arra ignment (In Custody) 04/ 1 6/2014 0 1 : 3 0 PM) 
04/ 1 6/20 14 
https://www.idcourts .us/repository/caseNumberResults.do 6/26/20 1 4  
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Warrant Retu rned Pre-Trial  Release Wa rrant/ W/CR-20 14-4539-N Defendant : 
Cohagan, Matthew E l l iot 
04/ 1 6/20 14 Case Status Changed : Pend ing 
041 1 612 0 1 4  Heari ng resu lt for Arra ign ment ( I n  Custody) schedu led on 04/16/20 14 0 1 : 30 PM : Heari ng Held/ defendant remain i n  custody 
04/18/2 0 1 4  Motion To S u ppress And Notice Of Hearing 
0411 8120 14 Hearing Sched uled (Motion Hearing 05/06/2014 0 1 : 30 PM) Motion To S u ppress 
04/22/2014 Motion for Reinstatement of Bond and Notice of Hearing 
0412212014 He�ring Schedu led ( Motion Hearing 04/25/20 1 4  09 : 00 AM) Motion for Remstatement of Bond 
04125120 1 4  Hearing res u lt for Motion Hea ring sched u led o n  04/25/2014 09 : 07 AM : Hearing Held Motion for Reinstatement of Bond RYAN - PT/JT SET 
04125120 1 4  Hearing resu lt for Motion Hearing sched u led o n  04/25/20 14 09 : 07 AM : Motion Granted Motion for Reinstatement of Bond RYAN - PT/JT SET 
04/28/20 14 Waiver Of Extrad ition 
05/02/20 14 Response to Def's motion to suppress 
05/06/20 14 Affidavit of defendant in  support of motion to suppress 
05106120 1 4  Heari ng res u lt for Motion Hearing sched u led on 05/06/2014 0 1 : 30 PM : Hearing Held Motion To Suppress - u nder advisement 
Hearing resu lt for Motion Hearing schedu led on 05/06/2014 0 1 : 30 PM : 
05106120 1 4  District Court Hearing Held Cou rt Reporter :  Roxanne Patchel l - Tucker & Associates N u m ber of Transcript Pages for this hearing esti mated : less than 
100 
05/ 1 2/2014 Heari ng res u lt for Pre Tria l  schedu led on 05/ 1 2/20 1 4  0 1 : 30 PM : Cont inued 
Hearing resu lt for Pre Tria l  schedu led on 05/1 2/20 14 0 1 : 30 PM : District 
05/ 1 2/2014 Court Hearing Held Court Reporter :  Kim Saunders N u mber of Transcript 
Pages for this hearing esti mated : less than 100 
05/ 1 2/2014 Hearing Schedu led ( Pre Tria l  05/20/20 1 4  03 : 1 5 PM) 
05/ 1 3/20 14 Memora n d u m  decision u pon motion to suppress/DENIED 
05/20/20 1 4  Affidavit of  PreTrial  NonCompl ia nce (With Letter) 
05/20/2014 Hearing resu lt for Pre Tria l  schedu led on 05/20/20 14 03 : 1 5 PM : Continued 
Hearing res u lt for Pre Tria l  sched u led on 05/20/20 1 4  03 : 1 5  PM : District 
05/20/20 14 Court Hearing Held Court Reporter:  Kim Saunders N u mber of Transcript 
Pages for this hearing estimated : less than 100 
05/20/20 14 Hea ring Sched u led ( Pre Trial 06/02/20 1 4  0 1 : 30 PM) 
06102120 14 Heari ng resu lt for J u ry Tria l  scheduled on 06/ 1 7/20 14 08 : 30 AM : Hearing Vacated STNW 
06/02/20 14 Hearing resu lt for Pre Tria l  schedu led on 06/02/20 14 0 1 : 30 PM : Hearing Held 
0610212014 Hearing resu lt fo_
r Pre Tri� l schedu led on 06/02/20 1 4  0 1 : 30 PM : Fa i lure To 
Appear For Heanng Or Tnal  
06/02/20 14 Notice of Bond Forfeitu re 
0610212014 District Court Hearing He ld  Court Reporter :  K im Sau nders N u m ber of Tra nscri pt Pages for this hearing esti mated : less than 100 
06102120 14 Wa rrant Issued - Bench Bond amount:  50,000.00 Fa i lure to Appear - tota l w ith CR2014-04539-N Defendant : Cohagan,  Matthew E l l iot 
06/02/2014 Case Status Changed : Inactive 
06/ 1 1/2014 Hearing Sched u led (Arra ignment (In Custody) 06/ 1 1/2014 0 1 : 30 PM) 
061 1 1120 1 4  Wa rra nt Retu rned Fa i l u re to Appear - total with CR20 1 4-04539-N Defendant :  Cohagan,  Matthew E l l iot 
06/ 1 1/2014 Case Status Changed : Pen d i ng 
0611 112014 Heari ng r_
esult for Arra ignment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 06/1 1/2014 01 : 30 
PM : Heanng Held 
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06/1 1/2014 Hearing res u lt for Arra ign ment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 06/ 1 1/2014 0 1 : 30 
PM : Arra ign ment I First Appearance 
0611 1120 1 4  Hearing res u lt for Arra ignment ( In  Custody) schedu led on 06/ 1 1/20 14 0 1 : 3 0  PM : Constitutional  Rights Warn ing 
06/ 1 1/20 14 Hearing Scheduled (Arrn . - D istrict Cou rt 06/20/20 14 09 : 00 AM) 
06120120 14 Hear!ng res u lt for Arrn . - District Cou rt schedu led on 06/20/20 14 09 : 04 AM : Heanng Held 
Hearing resu lt for Arrn . - District Cou rt schedu led on 06/20/20 14 09 : 04 AM : 
06/20/20 1 4  District Cou rt Hearing Held Cou rt Reporter :  Patricia Terry N u m ber of 
Tra nscri pt Pages for this hearing estimated : Less than 100 pages 
06/20/2014 Hearing Sched u led ( Pre Tria l  08/ 1 8/20 1 4  0 1 : 30 PM) 
06/20/20 14 Heari ng Schedu led (Jury Tria l  09/ 1 6/20 14 08 : 30 AM) STNW 
06/20/20 1 4  Notice Of Hearing 
Connection: Public 
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GABRIEL MCCARTHY, ISB #7516 
401 West Front Street, Suite 302 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: 208-343-8888 
Facsimile: 208-345-9982 
Email: mccarthylaw@cableone.net 
• 
F E D 
JUL 0 7 2014 
CANYO� COUNTY CLERK A SA6lNS. DEPLJTY 
Attorney for Two Jinn, Inc., dba Aladdin Bail Bonds 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant, 
ALADDIN BAIL BONDS as agent for 
AMERICAN CONTRACTORS 
INDEMNITY COMPANY, 
Surety/Real Party in Interest. 
Case No. :  CR-2014-0004574-C 
Bond No. :  AC10-7509595 
Bond Amount: $ 1 0,000.00 
ORDER 
The Court, having considered the Motion to Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Bond 
and Conditional Request for Hearing in this matter hereby GRANTS said Motion. The 
forfeiture in the above-referenced matter is set aside and the bond is exonerated pursuant 
to I .C.  § 1 9-2922(5). No request for costs to transport the Defendant has been filed. 
D The Court, having considered the Motion to Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Bond 
and Conditional Request for Hearing in this matter hereby GRANTS said Motion. The 
forfeiture in the above-referenced matter is set aside and the bond is exonerated pursuant 
to I .C.  § 1 9-2922(5) subj ect to payment of the costs to transport the Defendant to 
ORDER - ACl 0-7509595 
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m the amount of 
D The Court, having considered the Motion to Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Bond 
and Conditional Request for Hearing in this matter hereby DENIES said Motion. Bond 
Number AC I 0-7509595 is forfeited for the following reasons: 
SO ORDERED this day of4-, 20 1 4. 
_,(� 
Judge 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this -.::::t- day of I caused a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing document to be mailed and/or following: 
HEATHER BEDAL Mail, postage prepaid 
Regional Manager Delivery 
80 North Cole Road [____j Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
Boise, Idaho 83 704 [____j Overnight Mail 
Canyon County Prosecutor 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
5 1  0 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83 605 
ORDER - ACJ 0-7509595 
[____j Facsimile: 208-287-3 302 
[_] Email: hprice@tritonmsllc.com 
U.S .  Mail, postage prepaid 
Hand Delivery 
Court House Basket 
[____j Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
[____j Overnight Mail 
[____j Facsimile: 208-454-7474 
. S .  Mail, postage prepaid 
and Delivery 
ourt House Basket 
[____j Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested 
[____j Overnight Mail 
Clerk of the Court 
PAGE 2 0F 2  
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~~639-4611 
..... ·,.. 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LARY G. SISSON 
5 1 0  Arthur St. 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-46 1 0  
Facsimile : (208) 639-46 1 1  
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
F :. I E D 
JUL 3 1 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERI<: S MEHIEL, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-20 1 4-4574-C 
CR-20 1 4-4539-N 
MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF 
SUPPRESSION HEARING 
TRANSCRIPT 
COMES NOW Defendant, MATTHEW COHAGAN, by and through his attorneys, the 
Canyon County Public Defenders, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for an Order to have 
a transcription made of the Motion To Suppress Hearing held on 6th day of May, 20 1 4, before 
the Honorable District Judge Thomas J. Ryan. 
FURTHERMORE, Defendant requests that a copy of that transcript be provided to 
Defendant' s  attorney no later than the 2nd day of September, 20 1 4  and the costs of the 
transcription services be paid for at County expense because Defendant is indigent. 
DATED this 30th day of July, 20 1 4. 
LARY G. SISSON - Assistant Public Defender 
MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF 1 
SUPRESSION HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
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--A. ---P.M. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 301h day of July, 20 1 4  served a true and correct copy of the within and 
foregoing document upon the following: 
./ By placing copies of the same in the designated courthouse box of the office( s) indicated 
below. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
LARY G. SISSON 
Assistant Public Defender 
MOTION FOR PRODUCTION OF 2 
SUPRESSION HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
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II 
MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LARY G. SISSON 
5 1  0 Arthur St. 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-461 0  
Facsimile: (208) 639-46 1 1  
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
F 
CANYON COUNTY OL!FIK B HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR-20 1 4-4574-C 
CR-20 14-4539-N 
ORDER FOR PRODUCTION OF 
SUPRESSION HEARING 
TRANSCRIPT 
THIS MATTER has come before the Court on Defendant's  Motion for Production of 
Suppression Hearing Transcript. A Motion to Suppress Hearing was held in regards to these 
cases on May 6, 201 4. Because good cause exists for such a motion, therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND THIS DOES ORDER that a transcript of the Motion to 
Suppress Hearing, which was held on May 6, 20 1 4  in these matters, shall be prepared and 
delivered to the parties no later than the 2nd day of September, 20 1 4. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all such transcripts are to be used exclusively by the 
attorneys for each party in preparation for either the defense or prosecution of said case. None of 
the material may be copied or disclosed to any person other than the attorneys, their deputies, 
ORDERFOR PRODUCTION OF I 
SUPPRESSION HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
86
assistants, associates or witnesses, without specific authorization by the Court. Counsel may 
discuss the contents of the transcript with their client or witnesses, but may not release the 
transcripts themselves. 
IT IS ALSO ORDERED that the costs for the preparation of said transcript shall be paid 
for by Canyon County because Defendant is indigent. However, Defendant may be required to 
pay for the cost of the transcript at a later date. 
FINALLY, IT I S  ORDERED that Kim Saunders shall prepare the transcript. 
DATED this � day of August, 20 1 4. 
DISTRICT JUDGE 
ORDERFOR PRODUCTION OF 2 
SUPPRESSION HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on day of August, 20 1 4, I served a true and correct copy of the 
within and foregoing upon the following by either placing copies of the same in the 
designated courthouse boxes the individual(s) or office(s) indicated below, or by faxing the 
same to the individual(s) or office(s) indicated below. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Kim Saunders 
Court Reporter 
Canyon County Courthouse 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
5 1  0 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
ORDERFOR PRODUCTION OF 3 
SUPPRESSION HEARING TRANSCRIPT 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING : THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: AUGUST 1 8, 2014 
THE STATE O F  I DAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR201 4-04574-C 
) CR201 4-04539-N 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
) 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) DCRT3 (207-221)  
) 
Defendant. ) REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
) 
This having been the time heretofore set for pre-trial in the above-entitled matter, the 
State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, 
Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and represented by Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court called the case, reviewed prior proceedings, and inquired as to how counsel 
wished to proceed. 
Mr. Sisson indicated the parties had not reached a resolution in the matter and it would 
be proceeding to trial. He advised the Court some video had not been received as yet. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson indicated he had received one ( 1 )  video, 
however, it was not the video of the initial contact. He explained which video he was seeking. 
Mr. Bever indicated he did not believe the video Mr. Sisson was attempting to acquire 
existed, objected to having to obtain additional video from Albertson's, and presented argument. 
Mr. Sisson further clarified the video he was seeking from the State. 
Mr. Bever indicated he would follow up with the officers, however, he did not believe any 
additional video was obtained. 
COURT MINUTE 
AUGUST 1 8, 2014 
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Mr. Sisson indicated there was a photograph he was seeking. 
Mr. Bever objected to providing that photograph and presented argument. 
The Court indicated there might be grounds to object at trial and indicated it believed 
defense counsel could obtain that information. If there were problems obtaining that 
information, Mr. Sisson was to file an appropriate motion. 
Mr. Bever advised the Court he would be filing a Persistent Violator enhancement. 
After review of the file, the Court determined a Part I I ,  Persistent Violator, had already 
been filed. 
Mr. Sisson indicated he would be filing a motion to dismiss and requested a date for said 
hearing. 
The defendant indicated he had already been arraigned. 
After review of the file, the Court agreed. 
As to the motion to dismiss, the Court advised Mr. Sisson it could hear such a motion on 
the 281h day of August, 201 4  at 3:00 p.m. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff pending 
further proceedings or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
AUGUST 1 8, 201 4  
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MARK J. MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LARY G. SISSON 
5 1 0  Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-46 1 0  
Facsimile: (208) 639-46 1 1  
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
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CANYON COUN Y CLERK 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
VS. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-20 1 4-4574-C 
MOTION TO DISMISS PARTS I 
AND II OF INFORMATION AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
COMES NOW Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, the Canyon County 
Public Defender, and hereby moves this Court for an order dismissing Parts I and II of the 
Information in this matter. This Motion is based upon Article I, Section 1 3  of the Idaho 
Constitution, the 1 4th Amendment of the Constitution of the United States, Rule 48 of the Idaho 
Criminal Rules, and the following: 
1 .  On or about February 27, 2 0 1 4  Defendant was charged by Complaint with one 
count of felony Possession of a Controlled Substance, a violation of ldaho Code, 
Section 3 7-2732(c)(l )  in this matter. 
MOTION TO DISMISS PARTS I AND II OF 
INFORMATION AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
1 
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2. Along with the Complaint an Affidavit of Probable Cause was filed for the 
purpose of establishing there was sufficient evidence to charge Defendant with 
the aforementioned felony. 
3 .  Defendant waived his right to a Preliminary Hearing on March 1 2, 2014. 
4 .  Subsequently, o n  March 1 3 ,  2014 Plaintiff filed Parts I and I I  of the Information. 
Part II of the Information alleges Defendant is a persistent violator of the law and 
seeks a sentencing enhancement pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 1 9-25 14. 
5 .  O n  May 6,  2014  a Hearing was held on Defendant' s  Motion to Suppress 
evidence. During that hearing Officer Curtis of the Nampa Police Department 
testified. The Court issued an Memorandum Decision and Order on May 1 3, 
2014 denying Defendant' s  Motion to Suppress. 
6. On August 7, 2014 the State, through its 51h Supplemental Response to Discovery, 
provided the results of fingerprinting testing of items purportedly to be 
Defendant' s  contraband. This included a "lemonhead box" in which 
methamphetamine was found. 
7 .  A copy o f  the fingerprint analysis report i s  attached to this motion, labeled and 
Exhibit A, and incorporated herein. 
8.  Based on the previously filed Affidavit of Probable Cause, the testimony of 
Officer Curtis at the Motion to Suppress Hearing, and the fingerprint analysis 
report, and interpreting this evidence in a light most favorable to the State, there is 
insufficient evidence to secure a conviction for felony Possession of a Controlled 
Substance in this matter. 
MOTION TO DISMISS PARTS I AND II OF 
INFORMATION AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
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9. More specifically, there is not enough substantial evidence to show that 
Defendant ever possessed the lemonhead box which contained the supposed 
methamphetamine. 
1 0. Consequently, it is a violation of Defendant' s  due process rights under both 
Article I, Section 1 3  of the Idaho Constitution and the 1 41h Amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States to proceed forward to a jury trial in this matter. 
It should be noted that Idaho Constitution provides greater protections to its 
citizens than the U.S.  Constitution. 
1 1 . Therefore, Rule 48 of the Idaho Criminal Rules is applicable. Since the State 
cannot "manufacture" evidence, and any other evidence showing that the 
defendant possessed methamphetamine would have been discovered and provided 
to Defendant' s  counsel by now, there only j ust way to resolve the issue of lack of 
evidence is to dismiss the Parts I and II of the Information in this matter with 
prejudice. 
Defendant reserves the right to supplement this motion with additional evidence and 
testimony. Defendant' s  counsel does not intend file a Brief related to this motion. Furthermore, 
Defendant requests a hearing on this Motion. 
MOTION TO DISMISS PARTS I AND II OF 
INFORMATION AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
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NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant will bring up for hearing the 
above Motions at the Canyon County District Courthouse, 1 1 1 5 Albany Street, Caldwell, Idaho, 
on the 28th day of August, 20 1 4  at the hour of 3 :30 p.m. or as soon thereafter as can be heard 
before the Honorable Thomas J. Ryan 
DATED this 25th day of August, 20 1 4. 
LARY G. SISSON 
Assistant Public Defender 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 25th day of August, 20 1 4  served a true and correct copy of the within 
and foregoing document upon the following: by mailing copies of the same via U . S .  Mail, 
postage prepaid to the office(s) indicated below. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
MOTION TO DISMISS PARTS I AND II OF 
INFORMATION AND NOTICE OF HEARING 
LARY G. SISSON 
Assistant Public Defender 
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Nampa Police Department 
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Nampa, Idaho 83651 
OFFENSE: Drug Offense 
VICTIM (S): State of Idaho 
Glass smoking device wtresidue 
003 Two red address books, lemonhead box, top brand cigarette papers, 7 s uares of toilet a er, iHome black ba , .2 reen ieee 
PROC ESSING: On 7/31/2014, the above listed items were examined visually. The address 
books were chemically processed with Ninhydrin .  No latent prints were developed. The glass 
smoking device, Lemonhead box and cigarette papers were fumed with cyanoacrylate esters 
and powder processed. No latent prints were developed. The toilet paper, i Home bag and .2g 
green piece were not processed. 
NA 
ANALYSIS: NA 
RESU LTS O F  COMPARISON :  NA 
EXAMINED BY: 
ristine Cannon, CCSI 
Nampa Police Department 
000 1 8 5 
EXHI B IT A 95
-
Fingerprint Examination Report 
DATE OF CRIME: 2/26/2014 
SUSPECT (S): Matthew Cohagan 
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BRYAN F .  TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY 
Canyon County Courthouse 
AUG 2 5 201� 
GANYQN 
P\ AN�eh��f\i� 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 454-739 1  
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Matthew Elliot Cohagan, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO. CR2 0 1 4-04574 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 
Comes Now Matthew Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney and Responds to the defendant' s  
motion to dismiss as follows: 
I. The State objects to the defendant' s  motion because it is not timely. Idaho Criminal Rule 1 2(b) 
requires pretrial motions to filed and heard prior to trial. Rule 1 2( d) further requires the 
motion to be filed within twenty eight (28) days of the district court arraignment and entry of 
plea. In this case the defendant was arraigned and entered his plea on 3/21114 .  The motion 
as of 8/2511 4  has not been filed. The motion is therefore not timely and no justification for 
untimeliness has been supplied. 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT' S  
MOTION TO DISMISS 1 
96
- • • 
II. The State further objects to the defendant' s  motion because it does not state a ground upon which 
the requested relief can be granted. Idaho Criminal Rule (I.C.R.) 47 states that a motion 
made outside of the trial process shall be in writing and shall "state the grounds upon which 
the motion is made." Further, in the Court's Notice of Hearing "it is further ordered that any 
motion to dismiss . . .  must be accompanied . . .  with a memorandum of supporting law and 
authority." Here, the defendant has failed to cite any statutory or case authority for the 
motion or the legal basis for the motion. The Court should therefore summarily deny the 
motion without substantive consideration. 
DATED This 25th day of August, 20 1 4 .  
I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing instrument was served 
upon the attorney for the defendant, the 
Canyon County Public Defender, by placing 
said instrument in their basket at the Clerk's 
Office, on or about the 25th day of August, 
20 1 4. 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT' S 
MOTION TO DISMISS 2 
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IN  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: AUGUST 28, 201 4 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COURT MINUTE 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN , 
Defendant. 
CASE NO: CR201 4-04574-C 
CR201 4-04539-N 
TIME: 3:30 P.M. 
DCRT3 (339-400) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion hearing in the above 
entitled matters, the State was represented by Mr. Gearld Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and 
represented by Mr. Lary Sisson . 
The Court called the case and noted this matter was set on the defense's motion 
to dismiss. It was further noted a response to the motion had been filed by the State. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson indicated he had no evidence to 
present and presented argument in support of h is motion . 
The Court requested the State address the timeliness issue. 
Mr. Wolff objected to the motion and presented argument. 
Mr. Sisson submitted on his prior comments. 
COURT MINUTE 
AUGUST 28, 201 4 
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______ )
The Court determined the motion was timely, reviewed the evidence before it, 
and denied the motion. 
Mr. Sisson inquired whether the Court would consider the issue of bond and 
presented argument in support of that request. 
Mr. Wolff objected and presented argument. 
Mr. Sisson presented further argument. 
The defendant made statements to the Court on his own behalf. 
The Court granted the motion , reduced the defendant's bond to $20,000.00, and 
ordered him to report to pre-trial release upon posting bond. 
The defendant was remanded to the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
AUGUST 28, 201 4  
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
FILED 2'. � L t tf .M. 
) 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
-vs- ) 
) . ) 
)'\�� �&-+ � 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. l OL8-?.t..fc_ 
ORDER F��Lf-D�3 ?I\( 
D Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
on Own Recognizance 
Commitment on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
D Defendant is Ordered released 
D On own recognizance D Placed on probation D Case Dismissed 
D Bond having been set in the sum of $ D Total Bond 
�d having been D increased �uced to the sum of $ <-9o c£. �Bond 
�on posting bond, defendant must report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
r.:r&:fendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
D Comply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial 
� consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
�mit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
0 Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
D Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
D Submit to D GPS 0 Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules an d/or reporting conditions and/or requirements of release as 
Ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of release and return to the custody of the Sheriff. 
Judge 
D White - Court L Jail/Pretrial Services �Defendant 1 0/1 1 
100
---------'Af-fcvt: C8YLERKOp-JH.E~COURT 
__ AJ __ l(f=--_____ _..DEPUTY 
~ease 
) 
Services 
-----
OTHER: _______________________ _ 
Dated: __ t.,._.{u ........ /,._._.d.....___~ned: /,~ q ~ -
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
MIMURA LAW OFFICES, PLLC 
Lary G. Sisson 
5 10 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Phone: (208) 639-4585 
Fax: (208) 639-46 1 1  
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
I 
SEP 1 5 2014 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK �PUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO.: CR-2014-04574-C '/ 
CR-2014-04539-N 
ORDER CONTINUING JURY TRIAL 
The above entitled action having come on pursuant to the Parties' stipulation and 
agreement to continue, and good cause appearing therefore; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that said stipulation is hereby granted, and that the Jury Trial 
set for the 1 6th day of September, 2014, at 8 :30 a.m. shall be continued to the day of 
, 20 14, at 8:30 a.m. 
DATED this day of September, 2014. 
ORDER CONTINUING JURY TRIAL 
Thomas J. Ryan 
District Judge 
1 
101
-
-CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the day of September, 201 4, I served a true and correct copy of 
the Order Continuing Jury Trial upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
../ By hand delivering copies of the same to the office( s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 15 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Canyon County Public Defender 
5 10 Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
ORDER CONTINUING JURY TRIAL 2 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
Clerk of the Court 
Deputy Clerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: SEPTEMBER 16, 2014 
THE STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) COURT MINUTES 
Plaintiff, ) 
) CASE NO: CR-20 1 4-0004574*C 
) CR-2014-0004539*N 
vs ) 
) TIME: 2:00 P.M 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, ) 
) REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
Defendant. ) 
DCRT 3 (23 1 -232) 
This having been the time heretofore set for change of plea in the above entitled matters, 
the State was represented by Mr. Matthew Bever, Deputy Prosecuting attorney for Canyon 
County, and the defendant was not present, however was represented by counsel, Mr. Lary 
Sisson. 
The Court noted the case, noting it had been the Court's understanding the matter had 
been scheduled for purposes of a change of plea. 
Mr. Sisson requested a brief set over, noting the defendant had been unable to appear for 
hearing this date based on transportation issues, therefore requested the matter be continued until 
Thursday. 
Mr. Bever advised the Court the State had no objection to a continuance. 
COU RT MINUTES 
September 1 6, 201 4  Page 1 
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The Court set the matters for continued change of plea on September 18 , 2014 at 
2: 00p.m. before this Court. 
Court adjourned. 
COURT MINUTES 
September 1 6, 201 4  
· Deputy Clerk 
Page 2 
104
• • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THI RD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: SEPTEMBER 1 8, 2014 
THE STATE OF I DAHO, ) COU RT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR-201 4-4574*C 
) CR-201 4-4539*N 
) 
vs. ) TIME: 2:00 P.M. 
) 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) DCRT 3 (21 2-22 1 )  
) 
Defendant. ) Reported by: Kathy Klemetson 
This having been the time heretofore set for Change of Plea Hearing in the above 
entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Matthew Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County; and the defendant was present in court and represented by Mr. Lary 
Sisson. 
The Court called the case, reviewed prior proceedings and inquired. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson advised that the case was resolved, 
whereby the parties had entered into a Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement, advised the 
defendant would enter an Alford plea to the felony offense of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance, the remaining charges would be dismissed, as well as the sentencing 
enhancement and the defendant would agree to pay restitution for laboratory testing. 
Further, Mr. Sisson advised that the parties would agree to recommend three (3) years 
fixed followed by four (4) years indeterminate for a total of seven (7) years, advised the 
parties agreed the defendant be placed on probation for four (4) years, with credit for one 
COURT MINUTE 
SEPTEMBER 1 8, 201 4 
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hundred twenty-four (1 24) days previously served and any further jail time would be 
suspended. Mr. Sisson advised that the parties agreed to one hundred eighty (1 80) days 
at the discretion of the supervising officer and the defendant would be required to 
complete one hundred (1 00) hours community service, pursuant to statute. Mr. Sisson 
advised that the defendant was free to appeal the Court's ruling on the motion to 
suppress and if the appeal was successful, then the defendant would be able to withdraw 
his guilty plea, advised that all other terms were open for argument and Mr. Sisson 
submitted the Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement and the Guilty Plea Advisory Form. 
Mr. Bever concurred with the plea agreement as stated by Mr. Sisson. 
Mr. Sisson advised that the defendant was still reporting to pretrial release services and 
all their rules and conditions would continue, as well as the standard terms of plea agreement 
would apply in this matter. 
The defendant was sworn in by the clerk. 
The Court examined the defendant, determined his true name was charged and further 
determined the defendant concurred with the plea agreement as previously stated by Mr. 
Sisson. 
The Court reviewed the Guilty Plea Advisory Form with the defendant, determined he 
had sufficient time to discuss the matter with his attorney and noted the defendant had been 
charged with the enhancement of being a persistent violator, therefore the defendant was aware 
of the persistent violator penalties. 
The Court examined the defendant and determined there had been no promises or 
threats to induce the defendant to enter a plea of guilty in this matter. 
COURT MINUTE 
SEPTEMBER 1 8, 201 4 
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The Court reviewed the I nformation filed and advised the defendant that he was charged 
with the felony offense of Possession of a Controlled Substance, which carried a maximum 
possible penalty of seven (7) years, a $1 5,000.00 fine and a mandatory one hundred (1 00) 
hours community service if placed on probation . 
The Court advised that it was reserving its ruling regarding the Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement 
until it received and reviewed a copy of the Presentence Investigation Report, reviewed the 
charges and inquired. 
I n  answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the felony 
offense of Possession of a Controlled Substance. 
The Court noted that the plea agreement stated that the defendant was entering an 
Alford plea and reviewed how Alford pleas were considered by the Court with the defendant. 
Mr. Sisson concurred with the defendant's plea. 
The Court accepted the defendant's plea of guilty, ordered a Presentence 
Investigation Report and set this matter for Sentencing on November 3, 201 4  at 2:30 p.m. 
before this Court. The Court directed the defendant to immediately contact District I l l  
Probation and Parole to obtain his presentence investigation report. 
The defendant was continued released on the bond previously posted, to pretrial release 
services. 
COURT MINUTE 
SEPTEMBER 1 8, 2014 
Deputy Clerk 
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GUlL TV PLEA ADVISORY 
Defendant's Name: MATTHEW CO HAGAN · 
• 
Date: Case No. CR-201 4-04574-C 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
Nature of Charge(s) : Minimum & Maximum Possible Penalty: 
Possession of for not more than 7 or  
fined not more than $ 1 5 ,000, or  both; 1 00 
hours of service; DNA 
and right thumb imprint. 
STATEMENT OF RIGHTS & EXPLANATION OF WAIVERS BY PLEA OF GUILTY 
(PLEASE INITIAL EACH RESPONSE) 
1 .  You have the right to remain si lent. You do not have to say anything about 
the crime(s) you are accused of committing. If you elected to have a trial, the 
state could not call you as a witness or ask you any questions. However, 
anything you do say can be used as evidence against you in court. 
I understand that by I am waiving my right to remain si lent 
before and during tria l .  
2. The waiver of you r  right to remain si lent only applies to your  plea of gui lty to 
the crime(s) in this case. Even after pleading gui lty, you will sti l l  have the 
right to refuse to answer any question or to provide any information that m ight 
tend to show you committed some other crime(s) . You can also refuse to 
answer or provide any information that might tend to increase the punishment 
for the crime(s) to which you are pleading guilty. 
I understand that by pleading gui lty to the crime(s) in this case, I sti l l  have the 
right to remain silent with respect to any other  crime(s) and with respect to 
or providing information that may increase my 
sentence. . 
3. You have the right to be represented by an attorney. If you want an attorney 
and cannot pay can ask the judge for an attorney who will be 
paid by the . 
1 
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4. You are presumed to be innocent. You would be found guilty if: 1 )  you plead 
gui lty in front of the judge, or 2) you are found guilty at a jury trial .  
I understand by pleading guilty I am waiving my right to be presumed 
innocent. . 
5. You have the right to a speedy and public jury trial . A jury trial is a court 
hearing to determine whether you are guilty or not guilty of the charge(s) 
brought against you .  In a jury trial , you have the right to present evidence in 
your defense and to testify in your own defense. The state must convince 
each and every one of the jurors of your  guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. 
I un?e�stan� that gui lty I am waiving my right to a speedy and 
public JUry tnal . 
6. You have the right to confront the witnesses against you .  This occurs during 
a jury trial where the state must prove its case by calling witnesses to testify 
under oath in front of you , the jury, and your attorney. Your  attorney could 
then cross-examine (question) each witness. You could also call your  own 
witnesses of your  choosing to testify concerning your  guilt or innocence. If 
you do not have the funds to bring those witnesses to court, the state will pay 
the cost of bringing your  witnesses to court. 
I understand that by pleading gui lty I am waiving my right to confront the 
me, an present witnesses and evidence in my defense. 
QUESTIONS REGARDING PLEA 
(Please answer every question. If you do not understand a question consult 
your attorney before answering.) 
1 .  Do you read and write the English language? 
If not, have you been provided with an interpreter to help 
you fill out this form? 
2. What is your age? 
PLEASE CIRCLE ONE 
� NO 
YES (� 
3. What is your  true and legal name? 
4. What was the highest grade you completed? 
If you did not complete high school, have you received 
2 
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either  a general education d iploma or  h igh school 
@� equivalency diploma? 
5. Are you currently under the care of a mental health 
professional? · YES 
6. H ave you ever been diagnosed with a mental health 
G_� disorde r? 
If so, what was the diagnosis and when was it made? 
7. Are you cu rrently prescribed any medication? 
If so, have you taken your  prescription medication 
during the past 24 hours? 
8. I n  the last 24 hours, have you taken any medications or  
drugs, or d rank any alcoholic beverages which you 
believe affect yo ur  abil ity to make a reasoned and 
informed decision in this case? 
9. Is there any other reason that you would be unable to 
make a reasoned and informed decision in this case? 
1 0. 1s yo ur  guilty plea the result of a plea agreement? 
If so , what are the terms of that plea agreement? 
(If available, a written plea agreement shou ld be 
attached hereto as "Addendum 'A"') 
See Rule 1 1  Plea 
1 1 .  There are two types of plea agreements. Please initial 
the one paragraph below which describes the type of 
plea you are entering: 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
� 
NO 
@ 
NO 
(@) 
® 
GO:> 
GQ) 
NO 
a. I understand that my plea agreement is a binding plea agreement. 
This means that if the district court does not impose the specific 
sentence as recommended by both parties, I wil l  be allowed to 
/ 
3 
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Binding Agreement. 
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withdraw my plea of guilty and proceed to a jury trial . .. 
b. I understand that my plea agreement is a non-binding plea 
agreement. This means that the court is not bound by the 
agreement or any sentencing recommendations, and may impose 
any sentence authorized by law, including the maximum sentence 
stated above. Because the court is not bound by the agreement, if 
the district court chooses not to follow the agreement, I will not 
have the right to withdraw my guilty plea. 
12.As a term of your plea agreement, are you pleading 
guilty to more than one crime? YES 
If so, do you understand that your sentences for each 
crime could be ordered to be served either concurrently 
(at the same time) or consecutively (one after the 
other)? 
·· .. . .. .-/ 
13. 1s this a conditional guilty plea in which you are 
reserving your right to appeal any pre-trial issues? 
If so, what issue are you reserving the right to appeal? 
/ S5LI €: 
14. Have you waived your right to appeal your judgment of 
conviction and sentence as part of your plea 
agreement? 
15. Have any other promises been made to you which have 
influenced your decision to plead guilty? 
If so, what are those promises? 
YES 
YES 
16. Do you feel you have had sufficient time to discuss your  
case with your attorney? 
1 7. Have you told your attorney everything you know about 
the crime? 
18. 1s there anything you have requested your attorney to 
do that has not been done? YES 
NO 
NO 
G�) 
@ 
NO 
NO 
4 
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If yes, please 
1 9. Your attorney can get various items from the prosecutor 
relating to your case. This may include police reports, 
witness statements, tape recordings, photographs, 
reports of scientific testing, etc. This is called discovery. 
Have you reviewed the evidence provided to your 
attorney during discovery? 
20. Have you told your attorney about any witnesses who 
would show your innocence? 
21 . Do you understand that by pleading guilty you will waive 
any defenses, both factual and legal, that you believe 
you may have in th is case? 
22.Are there any motions or other requests for rel ief that 
you believe should sti l l  be filed in this case? 
�:) 
YES 
NO 
NO 
NO 
If so, what motions or 
23. Do you understand that if you enter an unconditional 
guilty p lea in this case you will not be able to challenge 
any rulings that came before the guilty plea including: 1 ) 
any searches or seizures that occurred in you r  case, 2) 
any issues concerning the method or manner of your 
arrest, and 3) any issues about any statements you may 
have made to law enforcement? 
24. Do you understand that when you plead guilty, you are 
admitting the truth of each and every allegation 
contained in the charge(s) to which you plead guilty? 
25.Are you currently on probation or parole? 
If so, do you understand that a plea of gui lty in this case 
could be the basis of a violation of that probation or 
parole? 
26.Are you aware that if you are not a citizen of the United 
States, the entry of a plea or making of factual 
admissions could have consequences of deportation or 
NO 
YES 
YES NO 
5 
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explain. 
=-~---
requests? 
• 
removal, inability to obtain legal status in the United 
States, or denial of an application for United States 
citizenship? 
27. Do you know whether the crime to which you wil l  plead 
guilty would require you to register as a sex offender? 
( I .C .  § 1 8-8304) 
28. Are you aware that if you plead guilty you may be 
required to pay restitution to the victims in this case? 
( I .  C. § 1 9-5304) 
29. Have you agreed to pay restitution to any other party as 
a condition of your  plea agreement? 
If so, to whom? 
30. 1s there a mandatory driver's l icense suspension as a 
result of a guilty plea in  this case? 
• 
G;� ·�-. -- - --
YES 
YES 
If so, for how long must your  l icense be suspended? __ 
31 .Are you pleading gui lty to a crime for wh ich a mandatory 
domestic violence, substance abuse, or psychosexual 
evaluation is required? ( I .C. §§ 1 8-91 8(7)(a) ,-8005(9) ,-
831 7) YES 
32. Are you pleading guilty to a crime for which you may be 
required to pay the costs of prosecution and 
investigation? ( I .C. § 37-2732A(K)) 
33.Are you pleading guilty to a crime for which you wil l be 
required to submit a DNA sample to the state? ( I .C .  § 
1 9-5506) 
34. Are you pleading guilty to a crime for which the court 
could impose a fine for a crime of violence of up to 
$5,000, payable to the victim of the crime? ( I .C .  § 1 9-
5307) 
35. Do you understand that if you plead gui lty to a felony, 
during the period of your  sentence, you will lose your 
right to vote in Idaho? ( ID . CoNsT. art. 6,  § 3) 
36. Do you understand that if you plead guilty to a felony, 
during the period of your sentence, you will lose your 
right to hold public office in Idaho? (I D. CONST. art. 6, §3) 
YES 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
6 
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37. Do you understand that if you plead gui lty to a felony, 
during the period of your  sentence, you will lose your  
right to perform ju ry service in I daho? ( ID .  CONS1f. 'art. 6, 
§ 3) 
38. Do you understand that if  you plead guilty to a felony 
you wil l  lose your right to purchase, possess, or carry 
firearms? ( I .  C. § 1 8-31 0) 
39. Do you understand that no one, including your attorney, 
can force you to plead guilty in this case? 
40. Are you entering your  plea freely and voluntarily? 
41 . Are you pleading guilty because you did commit the acts 
alleged in the information or indictment? 
42. 1f you were provided with an interpreter to help you fill 
out this form, have you had any trouble understanding 
your interpreter? 
43. Have you had any tro uble answering any of the 
questions in  this form which you could not resolve by 
discussing the issue with your  attorney? 
• 
YES 
YES 
YES 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
have answered the questions on pages 1 -7 of this Guilty Plea Advisory form 
truthfully, understand all of the questions and answers herein , have d iscussed each 
question and answer with my attorney, and have completed this form freely and 
voluntarily. Furthermore, no one has threatened me to do so. 
\ 
't of September, 201 4. 
th t I have discussed, in detail, the fo regoing questions and 
client. 
� 
I . 
7 
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Assigned to: 
Ass igned: 
.ED 9/1 8/201 4  AT 03: 1 5 PM 
CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT 
BY M. DEPUTY 
Third Judicial District Court, State of Idaho 
In and For the County of Canyon 
ORDER FOR PRESENTENCE REPORT AND EVALUATIONS 
STATE OF I DAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Matthew Elliot Cohagan 
7 1 2  6th Ave S 
Nampa, ID 8365 1 
Case No: CR-201 4-0004574-C 
ORDER FOR PRE - SENTENCE INVESTIGATION 
REPORT 
CHARGE(s): 
137 -2732(c)( 1 )  F Controlled Su bstance-Possession of 
IPART 1 1( 1 9-251 4) 1 1-Persistent Violator -to be d ismissed 
ROA : PSI01 - Order for Presentence 
On this Thursday, September 1 8, 20 14, a Pre-sentence Investigation Report was ordered by the 
Honorable Judge Ryan to be completed for Court appearance on: 
Sentencing Monday, November 03, 201 4 at 02:30 PM at the above stated courthouse before the 
Honorable Judge Ryan. 
DEFENSE COU N S E L :  Public Defender 
PROSECUTOR: Canyon County Prosecutor 
THE DEFENDANT I S  I N  CUSTODY: X NO 0 YES If yes where:. 
DO YOU NEED AN INTERPRETER ? X NO 0 YES if yes, what is the language? 
CONRDENTIAL DOCUMENT - FACE SHEET ONL Y 
PLACE IN SEALED ENVELOPE MARKED CONFIDENTIAL 
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" .... 
PIIPt!l'ltT 
Date:_q_;,,,,_,__t,i....__/ 14.____ 
Lary Sisson 
Matt Bever 
Pollard, 
Investigation Report 
Signature: _/4._1_L __ ""1......__n _ , __________ ----'-
Distric1 Ju~ 
t ,..,... 
Melissa Pollard 
From: 
To: 
Sent: 
• • 
Microsoft Outlook 
Dept H & W; !DOC; IDOC2 
Thu rsday, September 18, 2014 04:59 PM 
Subject: Relayed: re: M ichael Cohagan CR-14-4574*( I Breanna Stell CR-14-4429*( 
Delivery to these recipients or groups is complete, but no delivery notification was sent by the 
destination server: 
& W 
!DOC 
Subject: re: Michael Cohagan CR-14-4574*C I Breanna Stell CR-14-4429*C 
1 
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DeptH (19-2524@dhw.idaho.gov) 
(lpeterso@icloc.idaho.gov) 
IDOC2 (oalambra@idoc.idaho.gov) 
STATE OF I DAHO 
I • 
THI R D  JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
CONTINUED HEARING 
) Case No. CR2014-04574·C 
) CR2014-04539-N 
Plaintiff ) 
-\Is-
MATTHEW ELLIOT 
) Date: November 2014 / 2:30 
) 
0 True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
D Defendant 
[8J Prosecutor - Matt Bever 
PROCEEDINGS: This matter shall be 
Defendant. ) Judge: Thomas J. 
) 
) Reported By: Kim Saunders 
) 
) Recording: DCRT3 
) 
) Hearing: 
) 
[;gjDefendant's Attorney - Sisson 
D Interpreter -
D Other -
[;gJ continued to until the sth of 2014 at before Judge 
D per stipulation of counsel D at the request of D State D Defendant/Counsel 
1:81 to allow the defendan to be 
BAIL: The Defendant was § released on own recognizance (O.R.). 
remanded to custody of the sheriff. B released to pre*trial release officer. released on bond previously posted. 
OTHER: The Court ordered the defendant to submit to a within 24 hours and to have 
the results of that test available to the Court for review. The aunt was 
and indicated she would that order to the defendant. 
--�Q=--='""-f-fi""-----''Deputy Clerk 
CONTINUED HEARING 08/2009 
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COHAGAN, 
day November, 
present. 
Bail set$ __ _ 
preeent relay 
2:00 p.m. 
3. 
Ryan 
(253-258) 
Sentencing 
Lary 
p.m 
test for dru:: def dant's, girlfriend's 
' • 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS·J. RYAN DATE: NOVEMBER 5 ,  2014 
THE STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
) 
vs ) 
) 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COURT MINUTES 
CASE NO: CR-2014-0004574*C 
CR-20 14-0004539*N 
TIME: 2:00 P.M 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
DCRT 3 ( 159-203) 
This having been the time heretofore set for sentencing in the above entitled matters, the 
State was represented by Mr. Matthew Bever, Deputy Prosecuting attorney for Canyon County, 
and the defendant appeared in court with counsel, Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court noted the cases and determined the defendant was not present this date. 
Mr. Sisson advised the Court counsel had been in contact with the defendant throughout 
the day via text messaging, noting the defendant had sent a text at 1 :30 p.m. indicating his 
vehicle had broken down and he could not have it repaired this date. Further, the defendant 
believed he could obtain a statement from his mechanic concerning the issue with his vehicle. 
The Court noted it had been the Court' s  understanding the defendant had failed to appear 
for the drug testing as ordered by the Court on November 3, 2014. 
COURT MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 5, 201 4  Page 1 
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Mr. Sisson noted there may have been miscommunication as the defendant did not know 
he had been ordered to submit to drug testing, therefore counsel assumed the message had not 
been relayed to the defendant by the individual who had been present in the courtroom on 
November 3 ,  2014 .  
The Court expressed opinions, acknowledging the Affidavit of Pre-trial Non-compliance 
filed on October 3 1 , 201 4  and the defendant's failure to submit to drug testing as ordered by the 
Court on November 3 ,  201 4, recognizing the defendant may not have received notice, however 
would have had notice from Pre-trial Services regarding other testing. The Court further 
acknowledged the defendant's failure to appear for sentencing on November 3 ,  2014, therefore 
had been uncertain as to the defendant's reliability in terms of the basis of his non-appearance 
this date. 
The Court issued a Bench Warrant of Arrest for the defendant's failure to appear 
this date and set bond in the sum of $75 ,000. 00. 
Mr. Sisson requested the defendant be allowed the opportunity to submit to, and pass a 
urinalysis test by noon the following date. 
Mr. Bever advised the Court the State would have no objection to the Court giving the 
defendant an additional ultimatum, however expressed concerns and noted the State would be in 
agreement with the bench warrant being held conditioned on the defendant's  appearance for 
testing and testing negative for any substances. 
Mr. Sisson noted counsel's intention to contact the defendant and ensure he understood 
the Court's expectation in terms of him submitting to drug testing and passing the same. 
COURT MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 5, 201 4  Page 2 
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• 
The Court directed Warrant of Arrest be held until noon the following date. 
In answer to Mr. Sisson's inquiry for purposes of clarification, the Court noted the 
Bench Warrant would not be sent out if the defendant submitted to a urinalysis and passed 
the same. 
The Court further noted the defendant would be required to appear for continued 
sentencing on November 10, 2014 at 1:30 p.m. before this Court. Additionally, the Court 
noted it had an expectation the defendant would submit to testing through Pre-trial Release 
Services. 
Court adjourned. 
CLERK NOTE: Following conclusion of court proceedings. this clerk contacted Travis 
Engle with Pre-trial Services and explained the Court's expectations as it related to the defendant 
reporting to Pre-trial Services by noon the following date for purposes of submitting to, and 
passing a drug test. 
COURT MINUTES 
NOVEMBER 5, 201 4  
Deputy Clerk 
Page 3 
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I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF TH E TH IRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: NOVEMBER 10, 2014 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COU RT MINUTE 
CASE NO: CR20 1 4-04574-C 
CR201 4-04539-N 
TIME: 1 :30 P.M. 
DCRT3 (309-31 0) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for sentencing in the above entitled 
matters, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for 
Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was not present in court and represented by Mr. 
Lary Sisson. 
The Court called the case and noted the defendant was not present. It was further 
noted a warrant had been previously issued as the defendant had failed to appear for a 
drug test with pre-trial release services. 
The Court believed . the warrant was sti l l  outstanding and indicated sentencing would 
be reset once the defendant was apprehended. 
COURT MINUTE 
NOVEMBER 1 0, 2014 
1 
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Deputy Cle 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE CLERK 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY 
PLAINTIFF(S) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
v. ) 
11C\..rt"J,e.� E11 t 'f!,ff � 
DEFENDANT(S) ) 
I hereby request approval to: 
REQUEST TO OBTAIN 
APPROVAL TO VIDEO 
RECORD, BROADCAST OR 
PHOTOGRAPH A COURT 
PROCEEDING 
�video record ] broadcast [ ] photograph the following court proceeding: 
Case No.: 
Date: 
Time: 
CR 20F1- '2 1 35'1./N J�I 14 N) 
l/ 7 /Is-' 
Location: 
Presiding Judge: f.Jo11 , • <:......, Lee_ 
I have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court Administrative Rules permitting cameras i n  the 
courtroom, and will comply in all respects with the provisions of that rule, and will also make 
certain that all other persons from my organization participating in video or audio recording or 
broadcasting or photographing of the court proceedings have read Rule 45 of the Idaho Court 
Administrative Rules and will comply in all respects with the provisions of that rule. 
S ignature 
/<.71lf!:� 3Z I - 5  7b''/ 
News Organization Represented Phone Number 
1/7/15""' Please fax back to 375-7770 
Date 
\ 
Request for Approval and Order • Page I 
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---
A.M. l P.M. 
( 
t. 
� 0002/0002 
F \ L IE6'D /07/2015  10 : 38 FAX • 
JAN 0 7 ZOl5 
ORDER CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
T EDWARDS, DEPUTY THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to video record the above hearing is: 
under the following restrictions in addition to those set forth 1n Rule 45 of the Idaho 
. Rules: 
• 
0 '�(2_ l ' )c 1-\EI'l.•L.�...s"-ec\ �� ,.._� � -{,�.�,.,c..2 
] DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to broadcast the above hearing is: 
[ J GRANTED under the following restrictions in addition to those set forth in Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules : 
· 
] DENIED. 
THE COURT, having considered the above Request for Approval under Rule 4 5  of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules, hereby orders that permission to photograph the above hearing is: 
[ ] GRANTED under the following restrictions in addition to those set forth in Rule 45 of the Idaho 
Court Administrative Rules: 
] DENIED. 
DATED this + d y of 
Request for Approval and Order - Page 2 
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MGRANTED 
Co~ A~}pistrative 
>~~ e f14 
• • 
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT, STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
181 ARRAIGNMENT 181 IN-CUSTODY 0 SENTENCING I CHANGE OF PLEA 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
181 True Name 
Corrected Name: 
APPEARANCES: 
Defendant 
181 Defendant's Attorney 181 Tera Harden 
ADVISEMENT OF RIGHTS: Defendant 
Plaintiff 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-201 4-457 4-C 
CR-201 4-4539-N 
Date: January 7, 201 5  
Judge: Brian D Lee 
Recording: Mag 7 (1 46-1 49) 
181 Prosecutor Josh VanSwearingen 
D Interpreter 
was informed of the charges against him/her and all legal rights, including the right to be represented by 
counsel. 
181 District Court 
Arraignment: 
January 23, 2015 at 9:00 a.m. before Judge Southworth 
BAIL: 
D Released on written citation promise to appear 
D Released on own recognizance (O.R.) 
D Released to pre-trial release officer. 
D No Contact Order D entered D continued 
0Address Verified 
D Corrected Address: 
OTHER: 
ARRAIGNMENT I FIRST APPEARANCE 
D Released on bond previously posted. 
181 Remanded to the custody of the sheriff. 
181 Bail set at $75,000.00 remains 
D Consolidated with __ 
D Defendant to Report to Pretrial Release Services 
upon posting bond. 
, Deputy Clerk 
07/2009 
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JAN 0 6 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K TAYLOR, DEPUTY 
I N  THE DIST RICT COU RT O F  THE THIRD JUDIC IAL D I STRICT OF THE 
STATE OF I DAHO, IN A N D  FOR THE COUNTY O F  CANYON 
T H E  STATE OF I DAHO , 
Plaintiff, · 
vs. 
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
�t· IJ.�\-\ ·bML\��� . .__ \ 
CASE NO: �t / 
FELONY BENCH WAR RANT 
OF ARREST 
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHAL, POLICEMAN, O R  PEACE 
O FFICER I N  T H E  STATE OF IDAHO :  
The Court having this date entered it's order for the issuance of a Bench Warrant 
for the arrest of the above named defendant for fai lure to appear in court as heretofore 
ordered by this Court, and the defendant having p reviously been charged with 
. , � t., \1\ � ltw9 Pa�wpnH fl 
YOU A R E  H E REBY COMMANDED forthwith to arrest the above named 
defendant and bring said defendant before the undersigned District Court Judge, or if 
said Judge is u navailable, then before the nearest available Magistrate. This Warrant 
may be served at any time during the hours of day of night. 
After considering the facts pertaining to the defendant and the crime, the bail is 
BENCH WARRANT (FELONY) l 
125
) 
~t~\\00 ~ \\ ttn\\'\~\\.H,\ Su,b~.\nnu ; Rt)).\~lDJ\.) [)bS\i\ilu\°J', in violation of Idaho 
(.du.,_ 
CodeSection(s) J 0J).~71'Z.t):\)/fl; T~-f\~1 \b)·L\°:)\..\lnlO\,afelony. 
c 
• 
set in the amount of $ - \U 
Dated this �� day of 
Hair: 
Weight:--=2-'-'-\o"------
' 20 ,q.  
Eyes: &- o 
DOB: 
SS
Agency:---!."-_\0_.:;'0'----------
RETURN 
STATE OF IDAHO) ss. 
County of Canyon) 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I received this Warrant 
And served the said Warrant by arresting the with in named 
defendant 
(Name) 
(Title) 
BENCH WARRANT (FELONY) 2 
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District Court Judg V 
Race: 
------
Height: \J ,~ 
Other: 
----------
on ________ _ 
___________ on __________ _ 
-.. . 
C:f 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney at Law 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 800-9627 
Facsimile: (877) 866-4488 
Attorney for Defendant 
F L E D 
____ IP.M. 
JAN 1 3 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B DOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-20 1 4-4574-C 
CR-201 4-4539-N 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
OR RELEASE ON OWN 
RECOGNIZANCE AND NOTICE OF 
HEARING 
COMES NOW, the Defendant, by and through Defendant' s  attorneys of record, 
Lary G. Sisson, and hereby moves this Honorable Court for entry of its Order releasing 
the defendant on defendant' s  own recognizance or reducing bail. 
THIS MOTION is made on the grounds that the offense with which defendant is 
charged is a bail able offense; that the bail now set is excessive; and that bail is 
unnecessary and that the defendant can be safely released on defendant' s  own 
recognizance. 
THIS MOTION is based on the pleadings, papers, records and files in the above 
entitled action. In addition, Defendant desires to provide supplemental information 
and/or documents to the Court during a hearing on this motion. 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 1 
OR RELEASE ON OWN 
RECOGNIZANCE AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
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• • 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that attorney for Defendant will bring up for 
hearing the above Motion at the Canyon County District Courthouse, 1 1 1 5 Albany Street, 
Caldwell, Idaho, on the 23rct day of January, 201 5 ,  at the hour of 9:00 a.m. or as soon 
thereafter as can be heard before the Honorable George A. Southworth. 
DATED this 1 3th day of January, 201 5 . 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE: 
I hereby certify that on the 1 3th day of January, 201 5, I served a true and correct copy 
of the within Motion for Bond Reduction or Release on Own Recognizance and Notice of 
Hearing upon the individual(s) names below in the manner noted: 
../ By depositing copies of the same in the designated courthouse box. 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83065 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 2 
OR RELEASE ON OWN 
RECOGNIZANCE AND 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
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IN  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING JUDGE: G.D. CAREY DATE: January 23, 201 5  
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTES 
) 
P laintiff, ) CASE NO. CR201 4-4574*C 
) CR201 4-4539*N 
vs ) TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
) 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) REPORTED BY: Patricia Terry 
) 
Defendant. ) DCRT5 (1 01 0-101 3) 
This having been the time heretofore set for arraignment in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by Mr. David Eames, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court with counsel ,  Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court called the case and reviewed prior proceedings. 
The Court noted the defendant failed to appear for his sentencing on November 
1 0, 201 4  and Judge Ryan Dowell previously issued a bench warrant for the defendant's 
arrest in the amount of $75,000.00 total bond. 
The Court set this matter for sentencing on March 3, 201 5 at 1 :45 p.m. before 
Judge Ryan. 
The Court noted there was a motion before the Court regarding reducing the 
bond. 
COURT MINUTES 
January 23, 201 5 Page 1 
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• 
Mr. Sisson advised the Court he would withdraw the motion and notice it up for 
another time. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of Canyon County Sheriff pending 
further proceedings or posting of bond.  
COURT MINUTES 
January 23, 201 5 Page 2 
130
• 
• • 
IN  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: February 4, 201 5  
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) COURT MINUTE 
) 
Plaintiff, ) CASE NO: CR201 4-4574*C 
) CR201 4-4539*N 
vs. ) 
) TIME: 3:45 P.M. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) 
) REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
Defendant. ) 
) DCRT3 (3:55-4:00) 
This having been the time heretofore set for sentencing in the above entitled 
matter, the State was represented by, Mr. Gearld L. Wolff, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was personally present in  court 
represented by counsel, Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court reviewed prior proceedings held, noted it met with each of counsel in 
chambers and at that time the Court expressed the opinion that it  was not bound by the 
Rule 1 1  agreement entered into last September at the change of plea due to the 
defendant's failure to appear at sentencing. The question in the Court's mind was 
whether or not the Court should allow the defendant to withdraw h is plea and set the 
matter for trial. 
COURT MINUTE 
February 4, 201 5 
1 
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Mr. Wolff objected to the defendant be permitted to withdraw h is guilty plea, 
presented argument in support of the State's position and advised the Court the State 
was prepared to go forward with sentencing today. 
Mr. Sisson advised the Court that the defendant would like to assert his right to 
withdraw h is plea of guilty and presented argument in support of the defendant's 
position. 
The Court took the matter under advisement and invited each of counsel to 
furnish the Court with any legal analysis in writing for consideration . 
The Court continued this matter until February 1 9, 2015 at 2:30 a.m. at which 
time the Court would make a determination as to whether the defendant should be 
allowed to withdraw his plea, or proceed to sentencing. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending further proceedings, or the posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTE 
February 4, 201 5 
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LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney at Law 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Phone: (208) 800-9627 
Fax: (877) 866-4488 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorney for Defendant 
F I 
FEB 1 0 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B DOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff 
vs. 
CASE NO. CR-201 4-4574-C 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW 
GUILTY PLEA 
MATTHEW CO HAGAN, 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, the above-named Defendant, MATTHEW COHAGAN, by and 
through his attorney of record, Lary G. Sisson, and hereby moves this Honorable Court to 
allow the defendant to withdraw his plea of guilty, pursuant to I.C.R l l (f). In support of 
this motion, the defendant states the following: 
1 .  On or about September 1 8, 20 1 4  Defendant pled guilty via an "Alford plea" 
and a Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement to one count of Possession of a 
Controlled Substance, a felony violation of i.C. §37-2732(c)( l ), in this matter. 
2 .  Defendant's Sentencing date was set for November 3, 20 1 4. 
3 .  Defendant was unable to appear at his November 3 ,  20 1 4  Sentencing Hearing. 
Consequently, the Court reset the hearing for November 5, 2014.  
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4. Defendant did not appear for his November 5 ,  201 4  Sentencing Hearing. 
Consequently, Defendant's hearing was once again reset for November 5, 20 1 4. 
In the meantime, the Court ordered the Defendant to report to Pre-Trial Release 
Services for a urine analysis on November 6, 2 1 04. 
5 .  Defendant did not appear for the urine analysis test or his Sentencing Hearing 
on November 1 0, 20 1 4. Consequently, a bench warrant was issued for 
Defendant's arrest. 
6. Eventually, Defendant was arrested and his Sentencing Hearing was reset for 
February 5 ,  201 4. 
7. At the Sentencing Hearing the Court stated on the record that it was not going 
to follow the Binding Rule 1 1  Agreement and place Defendant on probation. 
8 .  As a result, Defendant moves pursuant to Rule 1 1 (1)(4) o f  the Idaho Criminal 
Rules to withdraw his guilty plea in this matter and have this case, along with 
CR-20 1 4-4539-N set for a jury trial. 
DATED this lOth day of February, 201 5 . 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW GUILTY PLEA 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the l Oth day of February, 2 0 1 5, I served a true and correct copy of the 
within and foregoing document upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
../ By delivering copies of the same to the courthouse box of the attomey(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecutor' s  Office 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
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LARY G. SISSON 
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I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING JUDGE: G.D. CAREY DATE: February 1 3, 201 5  
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
} 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
vs ) 
) 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, ) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
COURT MINUTES 
CASE NO. CR201 4-4574*C 
CR201 4-4539*N 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 
REPORTED BY: Kathy Klemetson 
DCRT5 (940-948) 
This having been the time heretofore set for motion for bond reduction i n  the 
above entitled matter, the State was represented by Mr. Christopher Topmiller, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, and the defendant appeared in court with 
counsel ,  Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court called the case and noted there was a motion before the Court 
regarding reducing the bond. 
Mr. Sisson presented argument in support of the motion for reducing the bond in 
the amount of $40,000.00, the defendant wanted to become an inmate worker. 
Mr. Topmil ler responded with argument in  opposition of the motion. 
Mr. Sisson presented further argument in support to the motion. 
COURT MINUTES 
February 1 3, 201 5 Page 1 
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The Court expressed its opinions and granted the motion reducing the bond in 
the amount of $40,000.00 and if the defendant posted bond he would be required to 
report to Pretrial Services with the standard terms and conditions. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of Canyon County Sheriff pending 
further proceedings or posting of bond. 
COURT MINUTES 
February 1 3, 201 5  Page 2 
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THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
-vs-
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
ORDER FOR 
D Conditional Release/Pretrial Services 
D Release on Own Recognizance -ptommitrnent on Bond 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED the defendant abide by the following conditions of release: 
D Defendant is Ordered released 
D On own recognizance D Placed on probation D Case Dismissed 
� Bond having been set in the sum of $ o-tJb IE] Total Bond ........_ � <"""'-<- -:J 
D Bond having been D increased 9Q, reduced to the sum of $ D Total Bond 
posting bond, defendant must report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services office as stated below: 
Defendant shall report to the Canyon County Pretrial Services Office and follow the standard reporting conditions: 
!!@ Comply with a curfew designated by the Court or standard curfew set by Pretrial 
[§jl Not consume or possess alcoholic beverages or mood altering substances without a valid prescription. 
� Submit to evidentiary testing for alcohol and/or drugs as requested by Pretrial Services at defendant's expense. 
D Not operate or be in the driver's position of any motor vehicle. 
D Abide by any No Contact Order and its conditions. 
D Submit to D GPS D Alcohol monitoring as directed by Pretrial Services. 
Defendants Ordered to submit to GPS or alcohol monitoring shall make arrangements with a provider 
approved by Pretrial Services, prior to release. 
Failure by defendant to comply with the rules and/or reporting conditions and/or requirements of release as 
Ordered by the Court may result in the revocation of release and return to the custody of the Sheriff. 
pvhfte - Court �ellow - Jail/Pretrial Services '91ink - Defendant 10/1 1 
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Services 
-----
OTHER: _______________________ _ 
Dated: c1'/,~ 6.,.- Signed: -::::Za::d ~ 
Judge 
, • 
I E D 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney at Law 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 800-9627 
Facsimile: (877) 866-4488 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
FEB 1 3  2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B DOMINGUEZ. DEPUTY 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO.: CR-2014-4574-C 
DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW PLEA 
COMES NOW Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, Lary G. Sisson, and 
hereby provides this Honorable Court with a Brief in support of Defendant's Motion to 
Withdraw Plea. 
RELEVANT PROCEDURAL HISTORY AND FACTS 
On February 27, 20 1 4, Defendant Matthew Cohagan was charged with felony 
Possession of a Controlled Substance (namely methamphetamine), a violation of i .C. §37-
2732( c )(I), as well as being a Persistent Violator of the law, a violation of I. C. § 1 9-25 14, in 
Canyon County case number CR-20 1 4-4574-C. He was also charged in Canyon County case 
number CR-20 1 4-4539-N with the Resisting/Obstruction Officers, a violation of i.C. § 1 8-
705, and Possession of Drug Paraphernalia, a violation of i.C. §37-2734A( l ) .  They are both 
misdemeanor charges. Because the facts and circumstances leading to the charges in both 
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cases are intertwined with one another, the cases were conso1idated to another at Defendant' s  
pt Appearance ofFebruary 27, 20 14.  
Defendant eventually entered not guilty pleas on all the charges at his  District Court 
Arraignment on March 27, 20 1 4. A timely Motion to Suppress was filed in these matters on 
April l 8, 20 14.  A hearing was held on the Motion to Suppress on May 6, 20 14.  The Court 
issued a Memorandum and Decision denying the Motion to Suppress on May 1 3, 201 4. 
Eventually, on September 1 8, 201 4, Defendant entered an "Alford" guilty plea to the 
primary charge of Possession of a Controlled Substance. The guilty plea was part of a 
Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. In consideration of pleading guilty, the State agreed to: a) 
dismiss the persistent violator sentencing enhancement, b) dismiss the companion 
m isdemeanor charges, and 3) recommend that Defendant be placed on probation at the time 
of Co hagan' s  Sentencing Hearing. They also agreed to a1low Cohagan to appeal the decision 
denying his Motion to Suppress. Consequently, if an Appellate Court overturned the trial 
court's decision on the Motion to Suppress, then Cohagan had reserved the right to withdraw 
his guilty. At the Change of Plea Hearing, the Court informed Cohagan that it would not 
make a final decision on whether or not it would follow the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement 
until the Court had a chance to review a Pre-Sentence Investigation Report. The Court 
ordered that such a report be completed. 
The Binding Rule 1 1  Plea agreement also allowed Cohagan to withdraw his guilty 
plea ifthe Court did not accept the plea agreement. However, the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea 
Agreement did not address at all the issue of what would be the remedy if either the State or 
Defendant violated the Plea Agreement. The signed copy of the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea 
Agreement was provided to the Court. For some unknown reason, the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea 
Agreement was not actually filed - but left in the Court' file. 
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MOTION TO WITHDRAW PLEA 
140
-
Cohagan was scheduled to be sentenced on November 3, 20 14.  Shortly before the 
hearing Cohagan contacted his attorney and told him that he had forgotten the Court hearing 
and could not be in court that day. Subsequently, the Sentencing Hearing was set over to 
November 5, 20 1 4. Once again, shortly before the hearing was set to begin, Defendant 
contacted his attorney, said that his car had broken down, and stated that he could not make it 
to the Sentencing Hearing. The Sentencing Hearing was reset again to November 1 0, 20 1 4. 
Defendant was also ordered to report on November 6, 20 1 4, during normal business hours to 
Pre-Trial Release Services and to submit himself to a urine analysis test. Failure to report, or 
failure of the urine analysis test, would trigger a bench warrant being issued for Defendant. 
Co hagan did not attend submit to a urine analysis test on November 6, 20 1 4. He also 
did not appear at his Sentencing Hearing on November 1 0, 20 14.  Consequently, a Bench 
Warrant in the amount of $75,000.00 was issued for Cohagan. 
Cohagan was arrested on the Bench Warrant on January 6, 20 1 5. His new Sentencing 
Hearing was eventually set for February 4, 2 0 1 5 .  At that Hearing, the Court stated on the 
record that it did not intend to follow the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. Cohagan, 
through his attorney, expressed his desire to then withdraw his guilty plea and to have his 
cases set for a Jury Trial. The State objected to the withdrawal of the guilty plea. The State 
based its objection on the Idaho Supreme Court's decision in Berg, v. State, 1 3 1  Idaho 5 1 7, 
960 P.2d 738 ( 1 998). The Court set the matter over to February 1 9, 20 1 5, so it could 
determine whether or not Defendant should be allowed to withdraw his guilty and, if not, 
then to proceed to sentence Defendant. Consequently, Defendant's attorney files this brief in 
support of Defendant's right to withdraw his guilty plea. 
ARGUMENT 
Defendant did not Breach the Plea 
DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 3 
MOTION TO WITHDRAW PLEA 
141
-
Agreement 
In State v. Baker, 322 P.3d 29 1 (Idaho 20 1 4), the Idaho Supreme Court gave a clear 
and concise overview of how plea agreements should be interpreted. They said: 
"The interpretation of a plea agreement is measured by contract law standards. 
State v. Cope, 1 42 Idaho 492, 495, 1 29 P.3d 124 1 ,  1 244 (2006). 'The 
determination that a plea agreement is ambiguous is a question of law; 
however, interpretation of an ambiguous term is a question of fact. '  State v. 
Peterson, 1 48 Idaho 593, 595, 226 P.3d 535,  537 (20 1 0). In determining 
whether a plea agreement is ambiguous the question for this Court is 'whether 
the contract is reasonably subject to conflicting interpretation. State v. Gomez, 
1 53 Idaho 253, 257, 28 1 P.3d 90, 94 (20 1 2). 'As with other contracts, 
provisions of plea agreements are occasionally ambiguous, the government 
ordinarily must bear responsibility for any lack of clarity.'  Peterson, 1 48 
Idaho at 596, 226 P.3d at 538 (quoting United States v. De Ia Fuente, 8 F.3d 
1 333, 1 3 3 8  (9th Cir. 1 993)). 'Focusing on the defendant's reasonable 
understanding also reflects the proper constitutional focus on what induced the 
defendant to plead guilty.' Id. (emphasis in original) 
In this particular matter, a Binding Plea Agreement pursuant to Rule 1 1  of the Idaho 
Criminal Rules was provided to the Court on September 1 8, 20 1 4. The Plea Agreement bears 
of the signatures of Defendant, his attorney, and the Deputy Prosecuting Attorney. 1  The Plea 
Agreement contained the obligations of the State and the defense. It also gave the Court the 
options of either accepting or rejecting the plea agreement. If the Court accepted the 
agreement, then Defendant would not be allowed to withdraw his guilty plea. If the Court 
did not accept the agreement, then Defendant would be allowed to withdraw his guilty plea 
and the matter would be set for a jury trial. These provisions were clearly stated in the plea 
agreement. 
However, the plea agreement did not address: 1 )  what acts or omissions would be 
considered a breach of the plea agreement, and 2) what would be the remedy for each party if 
the plea agreement was breached. 
The State relies exclusively on Berg v. State, 1 3 1  Idaho 5 1 7, 960 P.2d 738 ( 1 998), in 
order to justify its position that the defendant should not be allowed to withdraw his guilty 
1 For some unexplained reason, the actual Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement was not filed. However, it remained in the 
Court file. 
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plea because the defendant violated the terms of the plea agreement. In Berg, the defendant 
pled gui lty to one count of forgery and one count of delivery of a controlled substance. In 
exchange the State agreed to: (1) dismiss several misdemeanor charges, (2) recommend that 
Berg be released on his own recognizance pending sentencing, and (3) recommend a retained 
jurisdiction at sentencing. 
The agreement did not require the district court to either impose the agreed upon 
sentence or allow Berg to withdraw the plea. The district court was free to impose whatever 
sentence appeared appropriate. Berg failed to appear at the sentencing hearing and the court 
ordered a bench warrant for his arrest. Berg eventually was found in California and extradited 
back to Idaho. 
At the sentencing hearing held following Berg's return to Idaho, the prosecutor 
recommended a prison sentence without a retained jurisdiction. The district court imposed a 
unified six-year sentence with three years fixed for forgery and a concurrent unified five-year 
sentence with three years fixed for delivery of a controlled substance. Berg did not file a 
timely appeal, but later filed a petition for post-conviction relief alleging: ( 1 )  that the 
prosecution breached the plea agreement, and (2) that he was denied effective assistance of 
counsel. 
In Berg's case, the trial court's record did not explicitly establish that the 
prosecution's promise to recommend a retained jurisdiction was contingent upon Berg's 
appearance at the sentencing hearing. However, the testimony from the pre-trial conference 
shows that Berg's agreement to plead guilty was partly induced by the prosecution's 
agreement to recommend that Berg be released upon his own recognizance. Berg was 
incarcerated at the time of his change of plea. The trial court also clarified for the record that 
Berg understood that if he did not appear for his Sentencing Hearing, then Berg would be in 
jeopardy of losing the State's  recommendation for a retained j urisdiction program. 
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Ultimately, the Idaho Supreme Court determined that Berg's failure to appear was a 
clear attempt to avoid the sentence that he promised to accept when he entered into the plea 
agreement. Berg v. State, 1 3 1  Idaho 520, 960 P.2d Page 74 1 .  Thus, Berg had violated the 
plea agreement and therefore, the State was not bound by the original plea agreement. 
Furthermore, Berg was not allowed to withdraw his guilty plea. 
wrote: 
In Berg v. State, 1 3 1  Idaho 5 1 7, 960 P.2d 73 8 ( 1 998), the Idaho Supreme Court 
11 '[A] defendant is constitutionally entitled to relief when the state breaches a 
promise made to him in return for a plea of guilty.' 11 State v. Rutherford, 1 07 
Idaho 9 1 0, 9 1 3, 693 P.2d 1 1 1 2, 1 1 1 5 (Ct.App. 1 985) (quoting United States v. 
Ocanas, 628 F.2d 353,  358 (5th Cir. 1 980)). " '[W]hen the prosecution 
breaches its promise with respect to an executed plea agreement, the defendant 
pleads guilty on a false premise, and hence his conviction cannot stand.' 11 Id. 
(quoting Mabry v. Johnson, 467 U.S. 504, 1 04 S.Ct. 2543, 2547, 81 L.Ed.2d 
437 ( 1 984)). See also State v. Ballard, 1 1 4 Idaho 799, 76 1 P.2d 1 1 5 1  ( 1 988); 
Mata, 1 24 Idaho at 595, 86 1 P.2d at 1 260; State v. Litz, 1 22 Idaho 387, 834 
P .2d 904 (Ct.App. 1 992); Jones v. State, 1 1 8 Idaho 842, 801 P .2d 49 
(Ct.App. 1 990). However, the defendant is also bound by the plea agreement. 
If the condition upon which the prosecution's promised sentencing 
recommendation was based fails, the prosecution is not obligated to perform 
the agreement. Ballard, 1 1 4 Idaho at 802, 76 1 P .2d at 1 1 54; Mata, 1 24 Idaho 
at 595, 861  P.2d at 1 260; Litz, 1 22 Idaho at 389, 834 P.2d at 906; Jones, 1 1 8 
Idaho at 843-44, 801 P.2d at 50-5 1 ." 
The case before the court can be distinguished from Berg v. State in three ways. First, 
Cohagan met the condition upon which the prosecution's promised sentencing 
recommendation. Namely, Cohagan pled guilty to the felony Possession of a Controlled 
Substance charge. 
By pleading guilty, Cohagan gave up his right to be presumed innocent, his right to 
require the State to prove his guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, his right to confront the State's  
witnesses, and the right to call witnesses in  his own defense. This is  the "consideration" 
Cohagan gave in order to tum the plea agreement into a binding contract with the State. 
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Second, Cohagan's plea was not explicitly - nor implicitly - based on a promise that 
he would attend his sentencing hearing. Nothing in the written plea agreement required him 
to attend his Sentencing Hearing in order to get the benefit of the bargain he negotiated with 
the State. Also, at the time he entered into the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement, Cohagan 
was not incarcerated. So, unlike Berg, Cohagan was not induced to plead guilty so he could 
be released from custody. 
If the State argues that the terms and conditions of the plea agreement were 
ambiguous, then the defense simply reiterates the quote from State v. Baker, 322 P.3d 291  
(Idaho 20 1 4) above. '"As with other contracts, provisions of plea agreements are 
occasionally ambiguous, the government ordinarily must bear responsibility for any lack of 
clarity."' citing Peterson, 148 Idaho at 596, 226 P.3d at 538 (quoting United States v. De Ia 
Fuente, 8 F.3d 1 333, 1 338 (9th Cir. 1 993)). 
Third, Berg entered an unconditional guilty plea. In this case, Cohagan entered a 
conditional guilty plea (also known as a binding plea agreement). As for Berg, his sentencing 
court had retained the ability to make impose whatever sentence it thought was appropriate -
regardless ofthe recommendations of any party. Because Berg's  plea was unconditional, it 
could only be withdrawn pursuant to the guidelines and standards outlined in I.C.R. 33.  
As for Cohagan, his guilty plea was a conditional one. It  was conditioned upon 
retained his right to withdraw his guilty plea if: 1) he was successful appealing the denial of 
his Motion to Suppress, or 2) if the Court did not follow the plea agreement as outlined in the 
Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. The consequences of entering a conditional guilty plea 
will be addressed further in the next section. 
Ultimately, the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement as drafted does not make Cohagan' s  
failure to appear at his Sentencing Hearing a violation o f  the agreement. The State has yet 
provide any other proof or evidence that an implied term of the plea agreement was that 
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Cohagan had to show up at his sentencing hearing. Therefore, because the Court has 
announced it will not to follow the Binding Rule I I  Plea Agreement, then next step under 
I.C.R. 1 1  and the Binding Rule I I  Plea Agreement, is to allow Cohagan to withdraw his 
guilty plea and set his cases for trial. 
The Court M ust Perform - Even I f  Violated 
For the sake of legal argument, let's suppose Cohagan did in fact violate the Binding 
Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. The next step in the legal analysis would be to determine what the 
Court should do in response to such a breach. 
In short, the defense argues that the Court should still allow Cohagan to withdraw his 
guilty plea. The defense bases its assertion on thtee arguments. 
F irst, the State has failed to provide any case law, statute or rule which specifically 
prevents a Defendant from withdrawing his guilty plea which was made pursuant to a 
Binding Rule I I  Plea Agreement. As noted above, Berg v. State involved an unconditional 
guilty plea. The remedy fashioned in that case is not applicable to conditional guilty pleas 
because of the obvious differences in the two types of pleas. In other words, an 
unconditional guilty plea does not contemplate a withdrawal of a guilty plea unless the very 
narrow and extreme conditions of I .C.R. 33 are met. However, a conditional guilty plea 
contemplates and almost expects - a  withdrawal of guilty plea if a court indicates it will not 
follow the plea agreement. 
Second, with regards binding Rule 1 1  plea agreements, trial courts only have two 
responsibilities. Initially, they must choose whether or not to accept the plea agreement. If 
they accept the agreement, then the courts must follow the parameters of the Rule 1 1  plea 
agreement. To do otherwise would be a breach of the plea agreement and invite reversal on 
appeal. 
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Specifically Cohagan Agreement 
If a trial court does not accept a binding Rule 1 1  plea agreement, then it must give a 
defendant an opportunity to withdraw his guilty plea. I f  the defendant does so, then the case 
is reset for a trial. If a defendant decides to maintain his guilty plea, then the court has the 
obligation to sentence the defendant within the parameters of ldaho law. 
In the situation presented to the Court in this case, the temptation is for the Court to 
fashion a remedy for the perceived aggrieved party - the Plaintiff. However, the Idaho Court 
of Appeals made it clear in State v. Ball, 239 P.3d 456, 1 49 Idaho 658 (Idaho App. 20 1 0) that 
a trial court has a very limited role in Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreements. Therefore, by 
extension, trial courts do not have the ability with regards negotiate terms and fashion 
remedies in B inding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreements. 
In the case of Ball, the Defendant was charged by information with raping S .A.T., a 
sixteen-year-old female. Pursuant to an Idaho Criminal Rule l l (f) binding plea agreement, 
Ball agreed to plead guilty, and the State agreed to dismiss another case against Ball for 
possession of a firearm. The parties agreed to a maximum ten-year sentence, leaving to the 
district court's d iscretion the determinate portion of the sentence. Additionally, Ball agreed to 
waive his Fifth Amendment rights and participate in a psychosexual evaluation and 
polygraph, and the State agreed not to charge Ball with any matters arising from those 
evaluations. The State further agreed not to file additional charges with respect to any 
evidence obtained pursuant to the search warrant. At the time of the change of plea the court 
inquired as to whether the agreement would be reduced to writing, and defense counsel 
indicated that she would submit the proposed Rule 1 1  plea agreement prior to sentencing.2 
Thereafter, the court summarized the terms of the agreement presented by defense counsel, 
discussed some of the terms with counsel and Ball, engaged Ball in a plea colloquy, and 
ultimately accepted Ball's guilty plea. 
2 Ultimately, the Rule l l  plea agreement was not reduced to writing. 
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At the outset of the sentencing hearing, the district court informed Ball that it had 
reviewed the plea agreement, the presentence report, and several other documents, including 
the psychosexual evaluation and "related documents." The court indicated that it was not 
prepared to "go along" with the plea agreement, and rejected it. The court then inquired of 
Ball as to whether he wished to proceed with sentencing or withdraw his guilty plea. Ball 
ultimately chose to go forward with the sentencing, and the court sentenced him to a unified 
term of twenty years, with seven years determinate. Ball appealed and primarily challenged 
the district court's decision not to accept and be bound by the plea agreement. 
One of the arguments Ball put forth was that he believed the court conditioned its 
acceptance of the plea agreement only upon his participation in the evaluations, and that the 
court's acceptance of the plea agreement was not conditioned upon the results of the 
evaluations. In other words, Ball asserted that by merely participating in pre-sentencing 
evaluations the Court was then bound to follow the Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. 
The Idaho Court of Appeals upheld what the District Court recognized - that the 
negotiating of terms of plea agreements are between defendants and the State only - and not 
the court. The trial court in Ball, during the change of plea colloquy, noted that "The State 
has made this [participating in evaluations] a condition of the plea agreement that's been 
offered to you; so that's something I have no control over. That's just between you and the 
State." In its opinion, the Idaho Court of Appeals stated that, "The State, not the court, was 
bound by the terms of the plea agreement." Citing State v. Halbesleben, 147 Idaho 1 6 1 ,  1 7 1 ,  
206 P.3d 867, 877 (Ct.App.2009). 
The Idaho Court of Appeals also stated in Ball that ultimately the courts have the 
discretion to accept or reject any plea agreements because the courts have the ultimate 
responsibility for handing down sentences. It said, "That Ball believed the court would 
accept the plea agreement if he participated in the evaluations does not change the fact that a 
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court is free to reject any plea agreement where it concludes that the agreed-upon sentence 
does not appropriately reflect the goals of sentencing. See Halbesleben, 1 4  7 Idaho at 1 71 ,  206 
P .3d at 877 ." 
In summary, when dealing with binding Rule 1 1  plea agreements, the Courts only 
become a party to Rule 1 I plea agreements if they choose to follow them. If they choose not 
to follow them, then the only thing Courts can do is allow a defendant to choose whether or 
not to withdraw his guilty plea. Once that decision is made, then Courts must act 
accordingly. Courts do not have authority to negotiate the terms by which it will accept a 
plea agreement nor fashion a remedy for the State when it is determined that a defendant has 
violated a binding Rule 1 1  plea agreement. 
Finally, even if we suppose that the Court may enforce a remedy for a defendant 
violating a binding Rule 1 1  plea agreement that remedy would have to be based on contract 
law. "The interpretation of a plea agreement i s  measured by contract law standards." State v. 
Cope, 1 42 Idaho 492, 495, 1 29 P.3d 1 24 1 ,  1 244 (2006). "As with other contracts, provisions 
of plea agreements are occasionally ambiguous, the government ordinarily must bear 
responsibility for any lack of clarity." State v. Peterson, 148 Idaho 593, 595, 226 P.3d 535, 
537 (20 1 0) .  
I n  this case, the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement does not carry a provision for a 
penalty or remedy if the defendant violates the agreement. The State had the opportunity to 
include such language in the B inding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. The State also cannot point to 
a discussion between the parties whereby remedies for a breach by Defendant was 
contemplated. 
In short, the State did not provide in the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement a remedy 
for a Defendant's breach of the agreement. Therefore, there is no remedy for the Court to 
enforce. 
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From an equity point-of-view however, because Cohagan lost any chance he has to be 
placed on probation because he did not appear for his Sentencing Hearing, he will experience 
adverse effects for his poor decision. He is currently incarcerated and it is unlikely he will be 
released until his jury trial is complete. He is not only facing the possibility of being 
convicted of felony Possession of a Controlled Substance, but the Persistent Violator 
sentencing enhancement could also be imposed upon him if he is found guilty. Additionally, 
the only ways Cohagan can avoid going to prison at this point is by either being acquitted at 
his jury trial or convincing the prosecutor to reduce his charges to misdemeanor. Neither 
prospect seems likely. 
CONCLUSION 
Based on Idaho case law - or perhaps lack thereof- Defendant has not violated the 
Binding Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement. Therefore, based on the terms of the plea agreement the 
Court has no choice but to allow him to withdraw his guilty plea. 
Even if the Court determines that Cohagan violated the Binding Rule 1 1  Plea 
Agreement, the Court does not have any authority contractually, statutorily, or equitably to 
prevent Cohagan from withdrawing his guilty plea in this case. Consequently, the defense 
urges the court to allow Co hagan to withdraw his guilty plea and set his case for a jury trial. 
DATED this 1 3th day of February, 20 1 5 . 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 12 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certifY that on the 1 31h day of February, 20 1 5, I served a true and correct copy of the within 
and foregoing document upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
-/ By delivering copies of the same to the courthouse box ofthe attorney(s) indicated below. 
Canyon County Prosecutor's Office 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
DEFENDANT'S BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 13 
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I N  THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
PRESIDING: THOMAS J. RYAN DATE: FEBRUARY 1 9, 2015 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COURT MINUTE 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
CASE NO: CR201 4-0457 4-C 
CR2014-04539-N 
TIME: 2:30 P.M. 
DCRT3 (252-307) 
REPORTED BY: Kim Saunders 
This having been the time heretofore set for further proceedings in the above-
entitled matters, the State was represented by Mr. Matt Bever, Deputy Prosecuting 
Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho; and the defendant was present in court and 
represented by Mr. Lary Sisson. 
The Court called the case, reviewed prior proceedings, and indicated it had a 
conference in chambers with counsel as to how to proceed. 
Mr. Sisson indicated the following: the Court was willing to follow the Rule 1 1  
agreement as long as it was modified to allow the Court to retain jurisdiction with no 
recommendation as to placement. With that assurance, the defendant wou ld not be 
withdrawing his plea of gui lty to the offense. Further, the defendant understood that he 
was to complete that program successfully to have the opportunity to be placed on 
COURT MINUTE 
JANUARY 6, 2015 
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probation. Additionally, by agreeing to the modification to the Rule 1 1  agreement, the 
defendant was waiving his right to withdraw h is guilty plea. 
In answer to Mr. Sisson's inquiry, the Court indicated the underlying sentence in 
the Rule 1 1  agreement was three (3) years fixed followed by four (4) years 
indeterminate. 
Mr. Bever indicated he was in agreement with the resolution. 
Both of counsel were in agreement to proceed today. 
The Court advised the defendant of the modification to the Rule 1 1  agreement 
and the defendant indicated he understood. 
In answer to the defendant's inquiry, the Court indicated that once sentence was 
imposed, there had to be extraordinary circumstances for the Court to allow the 
defendant to withdraw his plea of gui lty. 
The defendant indicated he understood. 
If the defendant did not successful ly complete the retained jurisdiction program, 
the Court indicated it was probable the sentence would be imposed. 
The defendant indicated he understood. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, the defendant indicated he would be standing on 
h is prior guilty plea and wanted to proceed to sentencing today. 
Mr. Bever inquired whether the order to dismiss the enhancement and the order 
of restitution for lab fees had been filed at the prior hearing. 
The Court noted those orders had been submitted to the Court but not signed. 
COURT MINUTE 
JANUARY 6, 201 5  
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Upon the request of the State and there being no objection, the Court signed the 
order to dismiss and the restitution order. 
The defendant wanted to know if he would be released in his other case so he 
could be sent on the retained jurisdiction . 
Ms. Kimberly Simmons indicated she would be representing the defendant in that 
case, CR201 5-03000, in which the charge was Theft by Receiving Stolen Property. 
That matter was set for preliminary hearing on the 3rd day of March, 201 5. 
Mr. Bever indicated he would work with Ms. Simmons to try to expedite matters 
in that case. 
Mr. Sisson believed the agreement contemplated reducing the bail in the new 
case to releasing the defendant on his own recognizance, which would allow the 
defendant to be sent to the retained jurisdiction program. 
The Court believed a written stipulation to that effect should be filed with the 
Court. 
Ms. Simmons indicated she would work on that stipulation with Mr. Bever. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson made statements on the defendant's 
behalf. 
Upon the motion of the State, the Court dismissed the companion misdemeanor 
charges. 
The defendant made no statements to the Court on his own behalf. 
COURT MINUTE 
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The Court made statements to the defendant and found him to be guilty of 
the offense of Possession of a Controlled Substance, a felony, and sentenced 
him as set for the in the Judgment and Commitment and Order of Retained 
Jurisdiction. 
In answer to the Court's inquiry, Mr. Sisson indicated the Rule 1 1  agreement 
preserved the defendant's right to appeal the Court's ruling on the motion to suppress. 
He indicated that appeal would be forthcoming. 
The Court amended the Rule 1 1  agreement to reflect the modification previously 
stated via interlineation and had Mr. Bever, Mr. Sisson , and the defendant initial the 
changes to the agreement. 
Mr. Bever requested copies of the amended Rule 1 1  agreement be sent to the 
parties. 
The Court indicated the clerk would do so. 
Neither counsel had anything further for the Court to address. 
Both of counsel returned their copies of the Presentence Investigation Report to 
the clerk. 
The defendant was remanded into the custody of the Canyon County Sheriff 
pending transfer to the Idaho Department of Correction. 
COURT MINUTE 
JANUARY 6, 201 5 
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MARK J, MIMURA 
CANYON COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDER 
LARY G. SISSON 
5 1 0  Arthur Street 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 639-46 1 0  
Facsimile: (208) 639-46 1 1  
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
FEB 1 9 2015 
CANYON COUNTY 
CLERK 
0 TORGERSEN, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
CASE NO. : CR-2014-4574-C 
PLEA AGREEMENT PURSUANT TO 
I.C.R. ll(a )(2) AND I.C.R. (f)(l )(C )  
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN., 
Defendant. 
COMES NOW, Matthew Bever, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Canyon County, Idaho, the 
defendant, Matthew Elliot Cohagan, and Lary G. Sisson, Assistant Canyon County Public Defender, 
and enter into the following written plea agreement pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule l l (a)(2) and 
(f)( l )(C). 
AGREEMENT 
Plaintiff and Defendant agree that: 
A. Defendant will plead guilty, in the form of an Alford Plea, as charged in the 
Information to Possession of a Controlled Substance, a felony violation of I. C. 
§37-2732(c)( l ), in this matter. 
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B. Plaintiff will dismiss all other charges and sentencing enhancements against 
Defendant in case numbers CR-201 4-4574-C and CR-201 4-4539-N. 
C. Defendant will pay restitution for the lab testing of the methamphetamine related 
to this matter; 
D. At the time of sentencing Plaintiff and Defendant' s  attorney will recommend that: 
( 1 )  Defendant be given a sentence of three (3) years fixed and four (4) years 
indeterminate; 
4- C'rl t .,.-a l ,.vr"';ll\' w;�"�"J.- � 
(2) 
� ?1--L rlli 
(3) Defendant will not be given any further local incarceration but will be given 
credit for one-hundred twenty-four ( 1 24) days he has already served in jail; 
(4) Defendant's probation officer be given one hundred eighty ( 1 80) discretionary 
jail days; and 
(5) Defendant will be ordered to complete 1 00 hours of community service; 
E. Defendant shall be allowed to appeal the Court' s ruling filed on May 1 3 , 201 4, 
denying Defendant' s  Motion to Suppress; 
F. Defendant shall be allowed to withdraw his guilty plea if he prevails on appeal; 
G. Items A through F above shall also be binding upon the Court; and 
H. As to all other matters relating to Defendant's sentence: 
( 1 )  both parties may recommend whatever it feels is appropriate, and 
(2) the Court is not bound by any sentencing recommendations except as listed in 
Item G above. 
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AGREEMENT CONDITIONED UPON APPROVAL AND ACCEPTANCE BY THE COURT 
Defendant acknowledges that this plea agreement comes pursuant to I.C.R. l l (f)(l )(C) and 
that Sections A through F above are intended to be binding upon the Court in this matter. This 
agreement is conditioned on the Court's approval and acceptance pursuant to I.C.R. l l (f)(3). If the 
Court rejects any part of this plea agreement, the parties agree that pursuant to I.C.R. l l (f)(4) 
Defendant may withdraw his guilty plea and the original charges filed in this case, and case number 
CR-2014-4539-N may be set for a jury trial. 
Defendant further acknowledges that this plea agreement also comes pursuant to 
I.C.R. l l (a)(2) and requires the approval of the Court. If the Court allows Defendant to appeal the 
adverse ruling on Defendant' s  Motion to Suppress, and if the defendant prevails on such an appeal, 
then Defendant shall be allowed to withdraw his guilty plea and original charges filed in this case 
may be set for a jury trial. 
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 
Defendant, by executing this plea agreement and entering a guilty plea as stated above, 
acknowledges the following: 
1 .  Defendant' s  answers in the Guilty Plea Advisory Form, which he completed and is 
filed separately in these matters. 
2. Defendant understands that a guilty plea in this matter could be used against him in 
the future to allege that he is a persistent violator of the law and, upon a third or subsequent felony 
conviction, shall be sentenced to a term in the custody of the state board of correction which term 
shall be for not less than five (5) years and said term may extend to life. 
3 .  Defendant understands that if he enters into this plea agreement, but later desires 
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, to withdraw his guilty plea, then Defendaut will not be allowed to do so unless :  a) the Court 
· does not accept auy part of this plea agreement as described in the section above entitled, 
"AGREEMENT CONDITIONED UPON APPROVAL AND ACCEPTANCE BY THE 
COURT", or b) there is a successful appeal of the Court's ruling denying Defendant' s Motion to 
S uppress. 
4. Defendaut understauds that entering a guilty plea in this matter he will be waiving 
any possible defenses or evidentiary challenges he may have had or could have raised before or 
during trial except for those defenses or evidentiary issues related to Defendant' s Motion to 
Suppress. 
5. Defendaut is  entering into this agreement intelligently, knowingly aud voluntarily. 
No unlawful threats have been made to secure his plea of guilty, nor have any promises been 
made to convince him to plead guilty, other thau those promises made by the State of Idaho as set 
forth above. Defendant has discussed this matter with his attorney and is satisfied that he 
understands the consequences of entering into this plea agreement. 
SIGNATURES 
DATED this day of September, 2014. 
� 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
DATED this � day of September, 2014 
Elliot Cohagau 
Defendant 
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FEB 1 9  2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK D TORGERSEN DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
CASE NO. CR2014-04574 
ORDER TO DISMISS 
PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
Pursuant to State's  Motion and good cause existing therefore, IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that the above entitled matter be dismissed. 
� 
DATED this �� day of �r, 201 4. 
Judge 
ORDER TO DISMIS S  
PERSISTENT VIOLATOR 1 
161
-
THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
STATE OF IDAHO 
COUNTY OF CANYON 
BY , Dqm� 
FILED ? L Is AT �(c p.M. 
OF DISTRICT COURT 
THE STATE OF I DAHO, or � Case No. Q}(_\ c.k__ 
Plaintiff, 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
COMMITMENT 
Charge: .(J� 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-named Defendant, having been found guilty as charged, be 
committed to the custody of the Sheriff of Canyon County, Idaho and that this Order of Commitment shall 
serve as authority for continued custody. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall serve: 
0 day(s}. 0 month(s). 0 year(s). 
0 as previously Ordered on the Judgment dated 
�redit for day{s) served. 
determinate �determinate �ined jurisdiction. 
0 work search/work-out privileges granted from to 
0 upon written verification. o as authorized by the Sheriff of Canyon County. 
0 Sheriffs Work Detail: _____ days in  lieu of days jail to be completed by 
lf the 
Defendant fails to report to the jail as ordered or at a time agreed upon with the jail, or fails to satisfactorily 
perform the Defendant's obligations with the Sheriff Inmate labor Detail, then the Sheriff is ordered and 
directed to place the Defendant in custody to serve the Defendant's jail time that has not been suspended. 
ru/Other: JI � 
IT IS  FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant shall report to the Canyon County 
Sheriff on or before 
�efendant 
COMM ITMENT 3/02 
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-vs-
~~~~· 
Defend 
!1.6vt,,f. ~/2 
i 
Dated: -z.../ t't / t'i 
/'Jail 
' 
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FEB 2 0 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B HATFIELD, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
CASE NO. CR2014-04574 
Plaintiff, 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant. 
' 
Based upon the judgment and sentence in this case, and the expenses of the victim on this 
matter, and pursuant to Idaho Code, Section 37-2732.  
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT THE DEFENDANT, MATTHEW ELLIOT 
COHAGAN, pay ONE HUNDRED DOLLARS ($100.00) in restitution and that such 
restitution be paid to the Court to be distributed by the Court to the following victim(s): 
Idaho State Police 
Forensic Services 
700 S. Stratford Dr., Suite # 1 25 
Meridian, ID 83642-6202 
Date Lab 
3/1 1 /2014  $ 1 00.00 
Such restitution shall be joint and several with any other Co-Defendants who are ordered 
to pay restitution arising from the same occurrence or event. 
There are no known Co-Defendants. 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
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In cases where there are direct and indirect victims, restitution payments will be 
distributed to direct victims before indirect victims. 
It is FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to I. C. Section 1 9-5305, forty-two ( 42) days 
after entry of this order, or at the conclusion of a hearing to reconsider this order, whichever 
occurs later, this order may be recorded as judgment and the victim(s) may execute as provided 
by law for civil judgments. 
DATED this { q � day of. 20 Jtj' . 
/,� 
Judge 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Order for Restitution was 
forwarded to the following persons this ;o day of , zolS_. 
Prosecutor: 
Public Defender: 
Felony Parole & Probation: 
Idaho State Police 
700 S. Stratford Drive, Ste 1 2 5  
Meridian, ID 83642 
LAB RESTITUTION ORDER 
Court Basket 
Court Basket 
Court Basket 
Mailed / 
Dated: ;<- ){) � { 
By: 
CHRIS 
Clerk of the District Court 
Deputy Clerk 
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Case Agency(s): 
• • 
IDAHO STATE POLICE FORENSIC SERVICES 
700 South Stratford Drive, Ste 125 
Meridian, ID 83642-6202 
Phone: (208) 884-7170 
Fax: (208) 884-7197 
FORENSIC CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ANAL VSIS REPORT 
Agency Case No(s).: 
NAMPA POLICE DEPARTMENT N14-06464 
Date(s) of Offense: Investigating Officer(s): 
2/26/2014 Matthew Crockett 
Evidence Received Date: Analyst: 
3/6/2014 Kerry Russell 
Case 
Suspect - MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN 
Lab Item # Description Conclusions and 
Interpretations 
1 oo1 1.93g crystalline material Methamphetamine (CII) 
REMARKS: 
Laboratory Case No.: 
M2014-Q676 
Report No.: 
1 
Additional Information 
I declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the law of the State of Idaho that the foregoing is true 
and correct. 
Kerry Russell / Forensic Scientist 
Issue Date: 03/11/2014 
Page 1 of 2 
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• 
Laboratory Case Number: M2014-Q676 
Idaho State Police 
Drug Restitution 
• 
Report No.: 1 
As provided in Idaho Code 37-2732(k), the Idaho State Police requests restitution from the 
defendant, MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN in the amount of $100 in association with 
Laboratory Case No. M2014-0676. This amount is based upon the confirmation of the 
following drug(s) being present in sample(s) submitted to this laboratory. The amount requested 
reflects a portion of the cost incurred to the laboratory during the analysis of drug evidence. 
Cost 
$ 100 ea.) $ 1 00 
Please present this restitution request form and a copy of the laboratory report to the court at the 
time of sentencing. 
Please make checks payable to: Forensic Services 
700 South Stratford 
Meridian, Idaho 83642-6202 
Thank you for your cooperation in this matter. 
Sincerely, 
Natasha Wheatley 
Meridian Laboratory Manager 
Forensic Services 
Page 2 of 2 
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CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
0 TORGERSEN, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
SS#
D.O.B.
Defendant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
AND ORDER OF RETAI NED 
JURISDICITION 
CASE NO. CR201 4-04574-C 
On this 1 9th day of February, 201 5 , personally appeared Matt Bever, Deputy 
Prosecuting Attorney for the County of Canyon, State of Idaho, and the defendant, 
Matthew Elliot Cohagan, and the defendant's attorney, Lary Sisson. 
IT IS ADJ UDGED that defendant has been convicted upon the defendant's plea 
of guilty to the offense of Possession of a Controlled Substance, a felony, as charged 
in the Information, a violation of Idaho Code Section 37-2732(c)(1 ) , being committed on 
or about the 26th day of February, 201 4; and the Court having asked the defendant 
whether there was any legal cause to show why judgment should not be pronounced, 
and no sufficient cause to the contrary being shown or appearing to the Court. 
IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant is guilty as charged and convicted. 
IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ADJUDGED that the defendant be sentenced to the 
custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction for a minimum period of confinement of 
three (3) years and a subsequent indeterminate period of confinement not to exceed 
four (4) years for a total un ified sentence of seven (7) years, with this Court retaining 
jurisdiction for a period of up to three hundred sixty-five (365) days. 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
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The District Court recommends for the defendant one of the following retained 
jurisdiction sentencing options: 
D Correctional Alternative Placement Program (CAPP) followed by 
Problem-Solving Court. 
ROA - RJCAPS 
D Correctional Alternative Placement Program (CAPP) 
ROA - RJCAPP 
D Retained Jurisdiction (Traditional Rider) 
ROA - RJTR 
D Retained Jurisdiction (Sex Offender) 
ROA - RJSO 
Recommended Tracks __ 
D Therapeutic Community (TC Rider) 
ROA - RJTC 
1Zl No Recommendation 
ROA - RJNR 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant be given credit for one hundred 
seventy-two ( 1 72) days of incarceration prior the entry of judgment for this offense, 
pursuant to Idaho Code Section 1 8-309. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall pay court costs in the 
amount of $285 .50, reimburse the County for the Public Defender in the amount of 
$350.00, and pay restitution pursuant to the restitution order. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendant shall submit a DNA sample and 
right thumbprint impression to the Idaho State Police through its designated agent, the 
Idaho Department of Correction , pursuant to I .C.  §1 9-5506. Such sample must be 
provided within 1 0 calendar days of this order; failure to provide said sample within the 
1 0  day period is a felony offense. 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
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IT IS ADJUDGED that the defendant be committed to the custody of the Sheriff 
of Canyon County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the Director of the Idaho State Board 
of Correction at the Idaho State Penitentiary or other facil ity within the State designated 
by the State Board of Correction. 
IT IS ORDERED that the clerk deliver a certified copy of this Judgment and 
Commitment to the Director of the Idaho State Board of Correction or other qualified 
officer and that the copy serve as the commitment of the defendant. 
DATED this '2-Lt-t"- day of February, 201 5. 
JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
AND ORDER OF RETAINED JURISDICTION 3 
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LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney at Law 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 800-9627 
Facsimile: (877) 866-4488 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
MAR 1 2 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK B DOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Case No. CR-2014-04574-C 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. NOTICE OF APPEAL 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
TO: THE ABOVE NAMED RESPONDENT, THE STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE 
CLERK OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1 .  The above named Appellant, MATTHEW COHAGAN, appeals against 
the above-named Respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the following: 
A. The Judgment of Conviction and Commitment that was filed in this 
matter on or about February 25, 201 5 .  
2. These matters were heard, and the Judgments were entered, in the Third 
Judicial District, in and for the County of Canyon by District Court Judge Thomas J. Ryan. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 1 
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3 .  A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal which the appellant 
intends to assert in the appeal; provided, any such list of issues on appeal shall not 
prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal or amending issues listed 
below. 
A. Whether the Court erred on or about May 1 3, 2014  by failing to grant 
Defendant' s  Motion to Suppress Evidence? 
4. Appellant has the right to appeal all final judgments of convictions in criminal 
proceedings pursuant to Rule 1 1 (c)( 1 )  of the Idaho Appellate Rules. 
5. Appellant requests a transcript, in electronic form only, of the following 
hearings in this matter: 
A. The Motion to Suppress Hearing held on May 6, 2014. 
6. In addition to the standard clerk's record on appeal, the Appellant requests the 
following: 
A. Copies of all affidavits, briefs, memorandums, objections, responses 
to objections, and orders filed in this matter and that were related to the Motion to Suppress; 
B.  Copies of all exhibits admitted into evidence during the Motion to 
Suppress Hearing that was held on May 6, 2014; and 
201 5.  
C. A copy of the Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement filed on or about February 1 9, 
7. I certify: 
A. That a copy of this notice of appeal has been served on each 
Reporter of whom a transcript has been requested as named below at the address set out 
below: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 2 
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Kim Saunders 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Roxanne Patchell 
c/o Tucker & Associates 
605 Fort Street 
Boise, ID 83 702 
B. That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated transcript 
fee because he is indigent. 
C. That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the clerk's record because he is indigent. 
D. That appellant is exempt from paying the appellate filing fee 
because he is indigent. 
E. That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to Rule 20 and the attorney general of ldaho pursuant to Section 67- 140 1 ( 1 ), 
Idaho Code. 
DATED this 12th day of March, 201 5. 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on 1 2th day of March, 201 5, I served a true and correct copy of the 
within and foregoing Notice of Appeal upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
,/ By placing copies ofthe same in the designated courthouse box of the person(s) indicated 
below. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Kim Saunders 
Court Reporter 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
,/ By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class, to 
the addresses of the person(s) indicated below. 
Lawrence Wasden 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-00 1 0  
State Appellate Public Defender 
3040 N. Lake Harbor, Ste 1 00 
Boise, ID 83 703 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Roxanne Patchell 
c/o Tucker & Associates 
605 Fort Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
Idaho State Correctional Institution 
Matthew Cohagan - # 67389 
Housing Unit 24 
P.O. Box 1 4  
Boise, ID 83 707 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
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LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney at Law 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 800-9627 
Facsimile: (877) 866-4488 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorney for Defendant 
MAR 1 2 2015 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
B DOMINGUEZ, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
CASE NO. CR-2014-04574-C 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN., 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
COMES NOW MATTHEW COHAGAN, by and through the his attorney of record, Lary 
G. Sisson, and hereby moves this Court for its order, pursuant to Idaho Code § 1 9-867 et. seq., 
appointing the State Appellate Public Defender's Office to represent the appellant in all further 
appellate proceedings and allowing current counsel for the defendant to withdraw as counsel of 
record for the purpose of appellate proceedings. This Motion is brought on the grounds and for 
the reasons that: 
1 .  The Appellant is currently represented by Lary G. Sisson, who is an Interim 
Deputy Public Defender for Canyon County, Idaho; 
2. The State Appellate Public Defender is authorized by statute to represent the 
defendant in all felony appellate proceedings; 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE Page 1 
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175
- !4y I A M1 __ p_M. 
3 .  Defendant is indigent and cannot afford to privately retain the services of his 
attorney. 
3 .  It i s  in the interest of justice for them to do so in this case since the defendant is 
indigent and any further proceedings on this case will be an appellate issue. 
DATED this 1 2th day of March, 201 5 .  
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE Page 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 1 2th day of March, 20 1 5 ,  I served a true and correct copy of the 
above and foregoing Motion for Appointment of State Appellate Public Defender upon the 
individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
./ By placing copies ofthe same in the designated courthouse box of the person(s) indicated below. 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Kim Saunders 
Court Reporter 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5  Albany Street, Room 202 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
./ By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class, to the 
addresses of the person(s) indicated below. 
Lawrence Wasden 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720-001 0  
State Appellate Public Defender 
3040 N. Lake Harbor, Ste 1 00 
Boise, ID 83703 
Roxanne Patchell 
c/o Tucker & Associates 
605 Fort Street 
Boise, ID 83 702 
Idaho State Correctional Institution 
Matthew Cohagan - # 67389 
Housing Unit 24 
P.O. Box 1 4  
Boise, ID 83707 
LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney for Defendant 
MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF STATE Page 3 
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LARY G. SISSON 
Attorney at Law 
• 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, Idaho 83605 
Telephone: (208) 800-9627 
Facsimile: (877) 866-4488 
Idaho State Bar No. 6072 
Attorneys for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant! Appellant. 
CASE NO. CR-201 4-04574-C 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
THIS MATTER having come before the Court pursuant to Defendant/Appellant's 
Motion for Appointment of State Appellate Public Defender; the Court having reviewed the 
pleadings on file and the motion, the Court being fully apprised in the matter and good cause 
appearing; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Lary G. Sisson is withdrawn as counsel of record for 
the Defendant-Appellant and the State Appellate Public Defender is hereby appointed to 
represent the Defendant-Appellant, MATTHEW COHAGAN, in the above entitled matters for 
appellate purposes. 
The appointment of the State Appellate Public Defender is for purposes of the appeal only. 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER Page 1 
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DATED this l2-� day March, 201 5 .  
THOMAS J. RYAN 
District Court Judge 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER Page 2 
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CLERK'S CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the jJ_ day of March, 201 5, I served a true and correct copy of 
//'the foregoing upon the individual(s) named below in the manner noted: 
By delivering copies of the same to the designated courthouse boxes of the person(s) or entities 
indicated below. 
0 
Bryan F. Taylor 
Canyon County Prosecuting Attorney 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Kim Saunders 
Court Reporter 
c/o Canyon County Courthouse 
1 1 1 5 Albany Street 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
Lary G. Sisson 
1 002 Blaine Street, Suite 203 
Caldwell, ID 83605 
By depositing copies of the same in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, first class, to the 
following indicated below. 
Lawrence Wasden 
Idaho Attorney General 
700 W. State Street 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83 720-00 1 0  
State Appellate Public Defender 
3040 N. Lake Harbor, Ste 1 00 
Boise, ID 83 703 
ORDER APPOINTING STATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
Roxanne Patchell 
c/o Tucker & Associates 
605 Fort Street 
Boise, ID 83702 
Idaho State Correctional Institution 
Matthew Cohagan - # 67389 
Housing Unit 24 
P.O. Box 1 4  
Boise, ID 83707 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO 
Clerk of the Court 
Page 3 
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SARA B .  THOMAS F I L 
State Appellate Public Defender 
I .S.B.  #5867 
ERIK R. LEHTI NEN 
Chief, Appellate Unit 
I .S .B.  #6247 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Suite 1 00 
Boise, I D  83703 
(208) 334-271 2 
C.ANYON COUNTY U.EAK 
B HATFI!LD, DEPlnV 
I N  THE DISTRI CT COURT OF THE THIRD JU DICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, I N  AND FOR CANYON COUNTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
v. 
MATTHEW CO HAGAN, 
Defendant-Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
l 
) 
) 
CASE NO. CR 201 4-4574 
S.C. DOCKET NO. 430 1 3  
AMENDED 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF I DAHO, AND THE 
PARTY'S ATTORNEYS , BRYAN TAYLOR, CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTOR, 
1 1 1 5  ALBANY STREET, CALDWELL, I D, 83605, AND THE CLERK OF THE 
ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1 .  The above-named appellant appeals against the above-named 
respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the Judgment and Commitment 
and Order of Retained Jurisdiction entered in the above-entitled action on the 
25th day of February, 20 1 5, the Honorable Thomas J. Ryan,  presiding. 
2. That the party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments or orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable orders 
under and pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule ( I .A.R.) 1 1  (c)(1 -1 0). 
AMENDED NOTI CE OF APPEAL - Page 1 
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3. A preliminary statement of the issues on appeal,  which the appellant then 
intends to assert in the appeal, provided any such list of issues on appeal shall 
not prevent the appellant from asserting other issues on appeal, is/are: 
a Did the d istrict court err in failing to grant the appellant's motioo to 
suppress evidence? 
4. There is a portion of the record that is sealed. That portion of the record 
that is sealed is the Pre-Sentence Investigation Report (PSI). 
5.  Reporter's Transcript. The appellant requests the preparation of the 
entire reporter's standard transcript as defined in I .A.R. 25(c). The appellant 
also requests the preparation of the additional portions of the reporter's 
transcript: 
a .  Motion to Suppress Evidence Hearing held on May 6, 201 4 (Court 
. Reporter: Roxanne Patchell ,  estimation of less than 1 00 pages); 
estimation of less than 1 00 
and 
Kim estimation of less than 1 00 
6.  Clerk's Record. The appellant requests the standard clerk's record 
pursuant to I .A.R. 28(b)(2). The appellant requests the following documents to 
be included in the clerk's record, in addition to those automatically included under 
I .A.R.  28(b )(2): 
a. Affidavit of Probable Cause filed 2014; 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL � Page 2 
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b. Entry of Guilty Plea Hearing held September 18, 2014 {Court 
Reporter: Kathy Klemetsen. pages): 
c. Sentencing Hearing held on February 25. 2015 (Court Reporter: 
Saunders. pages). 
February 27, 
,2083342985 • • 1 5 : 59 :29 
b. Demand for Notice of Defense of Alibi filed March 
04-1 6-201 5 
c. Any affidavits, objections, responses, briefs or memorandums, filed 
or lodged, by the state, appellant or the court in support of or in opposition 
to the Motion to Suppress but not limited the to 
Defendant's Motion to filed Affidavit of Defendant 
in of Motion to filed 201 4; 
d. to Defendant's Motion to Dismiss filed 201 4; 
e. Plea Form filed 20 1 4; 
f. Notice of Corrections to Presentence filed 
g. Defendant's Brief In of Motion to Withdraw Plea 
h.  Rule 1 1  Plea Agreement filed February 1 9, 20 15;  
i .  Copies of al l  exhibits admitted into evidence during the Motion to 
Su ppress Hearing that was held on May 6,  201 4; 
j. but not limited to letters or victim 
statements and other addendums to the PSI or other items offered 
at the 
7.  I certify: 
a That a copy of this Amended N otice of Appeal has been served on 
the Court Reporters, Roxanne Patchell ,  Katherine Klemetsen and 
Kim Saunders; 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 3 
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4 2014; 
including. to. Response 
Suppress May 2. 2014, 
Support Suppress May 6, 
Response August 25, 
Guilty Advisory September 18, 
Investigation Report 
February 24, 2014; 
Support lodged 
February 13, 2015; 
Any exhibits, including impact 
sentencing hearing. 
?083342985 • . 1 5 : 59:47 04- 1 6-201 5  
b That the appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the 
preparation of the record because the appellant is indigent. { Idaho 
Code §§ 31 -3220, 31 �3220A, I .A.R. 24{e)); 
c That there is no appellate filing fee since this is an appeal in a 
criminal case {Idaho Code §§ 31 -3220, 31 -3220A, I .A.R. 23{a){8)); 
d That arrangements have been made with Canyon County who will 
be responsible for paying for the reporter's transcript, as the client 
is indigent, I .C .  §§ 3 1 -3220, 31 -3220A, I .A.R. 24{e); 
e That service has been made upon all parties required to be served 
pursuant to I.A.R 20. 
DATED this 1 61h day of Apri l ,  201 5. 
SARA . THOMAS 
State Appellate Public Defender 
AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL - Page 4 
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this 1 6th day of April, 201 5, caused a true 
and correct copy of the attached AMENDED NOTICE OF APPEAL to be placed 
in the United States mail, postage prepaid, addressed to: 
LARY G S I SSON 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
1 002 BLAINE. STREET SUITE 203 
CALDWELL I D  83605 
KIM SAU N DERS 
COURT REPORTER 
CANYON COU NTY COURT HOUSE 
1 1 1 5 ALBANY 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KATH ERI N E  KLEMETSON 
COURT REPORTER 
1 1 1 5 ALBANY STREET 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
ROXANNA PATCHELL 
COURT REPORTER 
TUCKER & ASSOCIATES LLC 
PO BOX 1 625 
605 WEST FORT STREET 
BOISE ID 83701 
BRYAN TAYLOR 
CANYON COUNTY PROSECUTOR 
1 1 1 5 ALBANY ST 
CALDWELL ID 83605 
KENNETH K JORGENSEN 
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
CRIMINAL DIVI SION 
PO BOX 83720 
BOISE I D  83720-001 0  
Hand delivered to Attorney General's rna· 
SBT/tmf/crh 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN1Y OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-
Respondent, 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant-
Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-14-04574 *C 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing Record in the above entitled case was compiled and bound under my 
direction as, and is a true, full correct Record of the pleadings and documents under 
Rule 28 of the Idaho Appellate Rules, including all documents lodged or filed as requested 
in the Notice of Appeal. 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this di[ day of May, 2015. 
CERTIFICATE OF CLERK 
CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District 
Court of the Third Judicial 
District of the S4tteioiid&.qp, 
in and for th~~~f~e~. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-
Respondent, 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant-
Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Case No. CR-14-04574*C 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify the following 
exhibit was used at the Motion to Suppress Hearing: 
State's Exhibits: 
1 CD Admitted 
The following are being sent as confidential exhibits: 
Presentence Investigation Report 
Notice of Corrections to PSI Report 
Sent 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the 
said Court at Caldwell, Idahothis df" dayofMay, 2015. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff-
Respondent, 
-vs-
MATTHEW ELLIOT COHAGAN, 
Defendant-
Appellant. 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
Supreme Court No. 43013-2015 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I, CHRIS YAMAMOTO, Clerk of the District Court of the Third Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Canyon, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or had delivered by United State's Mail, postage prepaid, one copy 
of the Clerk's Record and one copy of the Reporter's Transcript to the attorney of 
record to each party as follows: 
Sara Thomas, State Appellate Public Defender's Office, 
PO Box 2816, Boise, Idaho 83701 
Lawrence G. Wasden, Attorney General, Statehouse, Boise, Idaho 83720 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal 
of the said Court at Caldwell, Idaho this ~ Y day of May, 2015. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
451 West State Street 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
DOCKET NO. 43013-2015 
( 
(STATE OF IDAHO 
( 
(vs. 
( 
(MATHEW COHAGAN 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 5, 2015, I lodged O & 3 transcripts of 12 pages 
in length, consisting of a change of plea on September 18, 2014, for the above-
referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of the County of Canyon in the Third 
Judicial District. 
Katherine J. Klemetson, RPR, CSR #436 
(Date) 
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TO: Clerk of the Court 
Idaho Supreme Court 
451 West State Street 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
DOCKET NO. 43013 
( 
(MATHEW COHAGAN, 
( 
( vs. 
( 
(STATE OF IDAHO, ( ____________ _ 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 11, 2015, I lodged O & 3 
transcripts of 28 pages in length, consisting of a sentencing hearing 
2-19-15 in the above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of 
the County of Canyon in the Third Judicial District. 
Kimberly R. Saunders, RPR, CSR #703 
5-11-15 
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TO: Idaho Supreme Court/Court of Appeals 
Post Office Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0101 
Fax: 208-334-2616 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, DOCKET NO. 43013 
vs. 
MATTHEW COHAGAN, 
Defendant/Appellant. 
NOTICE OF TRANSCRIPT LODGED 
Notice is hereby given that on May 11, 2015, 
I lodged one transcript of 41 pages in length for the 
above-referenced appeal with the District Court Clerk of 
the County of Canyon in the Third Judicial District. 
Appeal transcript consisting of the following 
hearing: 
Motion to Suppress. 
ROXANNE K. PATCHELL, RPR, CSR NO. 733 
